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9.0 PUBLIC REVIEW COMMENTS AND
RESPONSES

Chapter 9 of this Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) presents the
comments and responses to the NMD Deployment Draft EIS and the
Upgraded Early Warning Radar (UEWR) Supplement to the NMD
Deployment Draft EIS made during their respective public comment periods.
Section 9.1 provides the public review comments and responses to the
NMD Deployment Draft EIS and Section 9.2 to the UEWR Supplement.

9.1 NMD DEPLOYMENT DRAFT EIS COMMENTS
AND RESPONSES

The National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment Draft Environmental
Impact Statement public review and comment period began on October
1, 1999 with publication of the Notice of Availability (NOA) in the
Federal Register. The initial public comment period ended on November
15, 1999; however, at the request from the public the comment period
was extended to January 19, 2000. Some comments were received
after the ending date but were included in the review comments.

Copies of the Draft EIS were made available for public review at several
locations within the region of influence of the proposed NMD program
listed below. In addition, a copy of the Draft EIS was made available for
public review on the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization’s NMD web
site.

Alaska

m Alaska Resource Library and Information Services, Anchorage
m Alaska State Library, Anchorage

m  Anderson School Library, Anderson

m Delta Junction Library, Delta Junction

m  Fairbanks North Star Borough Public Library, Fairbanks

m  University of Alaska, Alaska Consortium Library, Anchorage

m  University of Alaska, Fairbanks, ElImer E. Rasmuson Library,
Fairbanks

m  A. Holmes Johnson Memorial Library, Kodiak
North Dakota

m Cavalier County Library, Langdon
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m Cavalier Public Library, Cavalier

m  Grand Forks Library, Grand Forks

= North Dakota State University Libraries, Fargo

m  University of North Dakota, Grand Forks
The following methods were used to notify the public of upcoming public
hearing meetings:

= NOA announcement in the Federal Register

m Paid advertisements placed in local newspapers

m  Media releases to newspapers, radio, and television
Seven public hearings on the Draft EIS were held between October 26

and November 9, 1999. Table 9.1-1 lists the locations and dates of
these meetings.

Table 9.1-1: Public Hearing Locations, Dates, and Actual Times

Meeting Location Date Time Attendees
Langdon Activity Center, 516 10% October 26 6:00-8:00 p.m. 156
Avenue, Langdon, North Dakota

Civic Auditorium, 615 1% Avenue October 27 6:00-8:00 p.m. 39

North, Grand Forks, North Dakota

Carlson Community Activity November 1 6:00—9:00 p.m. 128
Center, 2010 2" Avenue,
Fairbanks, Alaska

Anderson School, 116 West 15t November 2 7:00—9:00 p.m. 61
Street, Anderson, Alaska
Delta High School, School Road, November 3 6:00-8:00 p.m. 200

Delta Junction, Alaska

West Coast International Inn, November 4 6:00-8:00 p.m. 71
3333 West International Airport
Road Anchorage, Alaska

Days Inn, 2000 Jefferson Davis November 9 6:00-8:00 p.m. 24
Highway, Arlington, Virginia

During the initial hour of each public hearing, an informal information
session was held to encourage the public to talk with project leaders and
view exhibits. During this time, the public was encouraged to sign in at
the registration desk, to complete a speaker’s card if they wanted to
make a statement at the public hearing, and to complete an address form
if they wanted to receive a copy of the Final EIS or its Executive
Summary. A log of public and agency attendees was maintained for
each hearing, although registration was not required. Fact sheets
summarizing the NMD program were made available to all attendees.
Copies of the comparison of alternatives environmental impact table

9-2
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were also made available to the public. Other handouts included a public
hearing brochure, which provided instructions on how to be heard and
how to get more information, written comment forms, and cards for
commentor registration and document requests.

Following the information hour, the public was invited to attend the
Public Hearing. The moderator began the formal presentation by
explaining the format of the meeting, which included:

m  Mr. Lewis Michaelson—Introduction

m  Colonel Larry Bramlitt—National Missile Defense Program
Office, described the NMD Program, proposed action and
alternatives, and decision to be made

m  Mr. David Hasley—U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense
Command, presented the findings of the Draft EIS

m  Public Comment Session
m  Mr. Michaelson—Closing Remarks

A transcript of the full text of each public hearing is included in section
9.1.3.

Public comments on the Draft EIS were received in several different
ways. Public hearing attendees were invited to make formal statements,
which were recorded by a court reporter at each meeting. A total of 87
individuals spoke at the public hearings, and their comments were
documented in seven recorded transcripts. A list of the individuals who
spoke at the public hearings, designated P-T-001 through P-T-087, and
copies of the transcripts are included in section 9.1.3.1.

Written comments on the Draft EIS were received in various formats
over the course of the public comment period. Initially, some prepared
information was submitted to the moderator by speakers during each
public hearing. In addition, written comment forms that were made
available during registration were either returned at the conclusion of the
public hearings or forwarded by mail. Finally, some individuals and
several Federal, state, and local agencies submitted letters of comment.
In these three forms, 110 written comments were received from
individuals representing themselves or private and public organizations.
A list of the individuals, including their organization or agency affiliation
where applicable, and copies of their transmittals are included in section
9.1.1. Written comments are designated P-W-001 through P-W-110.

In addition to transcript and written comments, the public was
encouraged to e-mail comments to a mailbox designated for receipt of
public comments: nmdeis@smdc.army.mil or through the Ballistic Missile
Defense Organization’s NMD web site. A total of 60 e-mails were
received during the public comment. A list of the individuals who sent e-
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mails and copies of the documents received are included in section
9.1.2.1. E-mail documents are designated P-E-O01 through P-E-060.

Every transcript, written letter/comment, and e-mail was reviewed as it
was received. Each document was assigned a unique number and then
was carefully reviewed to identify the environmental resource area and
specific topic of individual comments and issues that were presented.
Each of these identified issues was highlighted and numbered
sequentially. For example, if the tenth speaker presented in a transcript
document (P-T-010) provided comments on seven separate topics, those
comments were numbered P-T-010.1 through P-T-010.7.

The process of responding to comments required reaching a thorough
understanding of the issues being presented and then determining the
appropriate action to be taken. However, the majority of comments
received on the Draft EIS were declarative statements not requiring a
direct response, but which did need to be noted in the context of overall
public review. Most of the comments received were related to program
issues such as treaty, system cost, potential threat, and system
effectiveness. These general program-related comments are outside the
scope of this EIS and required no revision to the EIS and no direct
response, except to note the comments for the record (e.g., comment
noted). Other comments identified corrections or new information that
was directly included in the text of the Final EIS and noted below.

Some of comments posed questions about the methodologies, analyses,
and conclusions for various environmental resource impacts and
mitigations presented in the Draft EIS. For each of these comments, a
specific response was prepared—occasionally requiring the acquisition of
new data and the preparation of additional analyses. New information
and analysis supporting or changing the conclusions of the Draft EIS
were incorporated into the text of the Final EIS.

Section 9.1 of the Final EIS presents reproductions of all the original
documents that were received during the public hearing comment period
for the NMD Deployment Draft EIS and provides direct responses to
issues included in those documents. The organization of section 9.1
provides a separate comment/response section for each of the three
types of comment documents:

9.1.1 Written Comment Documents—Deployment EIS

9.1.11 Written Comments

9.1.1.2 Response to Written Comments
9.1.2 E-Mail Comment Documents—Deployment EIS

9.1.2.1 E-Mail Comments

9.1.2.2 Response to E-Mail Comments—

Deployment EIS
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9.1.3 Transcript Comment Documents
9.1.3.1 Transcript Comments
9.1.3.2 Response to Transcript Comments

The first table in each section provides an index of the names and
assigned identification numbers of individuals who submitted comments
on the Draft EIS. To follow comments and responses for a specific
individual, find their commentor number (e.g., P-W-042, P-E-003, P-T-
021) in the appropriate document list; locate their document with
sequentially numbered comments; and, use the comment numbers to
identify corresponding responses in the response table.

All documents and comments that were received during the public
review period for the Draft EIS were treated equally regardless of the
form or commentor. Each comment was carefully documented,
thoroughly read and evaluated, and provided with a response. The
National Environmental Policy Act requires the analysis of all reasonable
alternatives to the Proposed Action. In accordance with Council on
Environmental Quality guidelines, this EIS includes sufficient analysis to
inform the public and decisionmakers of potential environmental impacts
resulting from the preferred action and alternatives and to assist in the
decisionmaking process.

9.1.1 WRITTEN COMMENT DOCUMENTS—NMD DEPLOYMENT DRAFT
EIS

Individuals who commented on the Draft EIS in written form are listed in
table 9.1.1-1 along with their respective commentor identification
number. This number can be used to find the written document that
was submitted and to locate the corresponding table on which responses
to each comment are provided.

9.1.1.1 Written Comments

Exhibit 9.1.1-1 presents reproductions of the written comment
documents that were received in response to the Draft EIS. Comment
documents are identified by commentor ID number, and each statement
or question that was categorized as addressing a separate environmental
issue is designated with a sequential comment number.

9.1.1.2 Response to Written Comments

Table 9.1.1-2 presents the responses to comments to the Draft EIS that
were received in written form. Responses to specific comments can be
found by locating the corresponding commentor ID number and
sequential comment number identifiers.
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Table 9.1.1-1: Public Comments on the Draft EIS (Written Documents)

Commentor and Affiliation ID Number
Barbara J. Warner P-W-001
Larry Petri P-W-002
N/A P-W-003
Duane Otto P-W-004
— Cavalier Rural Electric Cooperative
Senator Kent Conrad P-W-005
Representative Earl Pomeroy P-W-006
Representative Robert Nowatzki P-W-007
Senator Kent Conrad P-W-008
Kathryn Becker P-W-009
Hal Gershman P-W-010
Andy Warwick P-W-011
Rick Solie P-W-012
Carolyn Gray P-W-013
Gary Hutchinson P-W-014
David Williams P-w-015
Wally Powers P-W-016
— North Star Borough Economic Development Commission
Don Gray P-W-017
Bonnie Williams P-w-018
— North Star Borough Assembly
Seth Yerrington P-W-019
Brad White P-W-020
Jeff Cook P-w-021
Richard Napoleone P-W-022
— Mayor of Anderson
Scott Miller P-W-023
Alfred Preston P-W-024
Donna Gardino P-W-025
Diana Farrar P-W-026
Rick Johnson P-W-027
— Delta Junction City Council
Julie Welch P-W-028
Russell Bowdre P-W-029
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Table 9.1.1-1: Public Comments on the Draft EIS (Written Documents)

(Continued)
Commentor and Affiliation ID Number
D. Darla P-W-030
P.R. Miller P-W-031
Soren Wuerth P-W-032
Senator Loren Leman P-W-033
N/A P-W-034
Senator Tim Kelly P-W-035
Fred Wood P-W-036
Richard Judge P-W-037
Roy Gilbertson P-W-038
— Mayor Delta Junction
Dennis Schlotfeldt P-W-039
— Denali Transportation, Inc.
Sid Childens P-W-040
Daniel H. Dinwoodie P-W-041
John Lyle P-W-042
Sue Walker P-W-043
Gilbert Mcintyre P-W-044
Ross Coen P-W-045
Michael N. Friborg P-W-046
David Loer P-W-047
— Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc.
Donna J. Gardino P-W-048
Dan Beck - Delta/Greely Schools P-W-049
Robert L. Bright P-W-050
— Community and Economic Development City of Valdez, Alaska
James Manitakos Jr. P-W-051
— SRI International
Paul Knopp P-W-052
— Deltana Community Corporation
Duane L. Otto P-W-053
— Cavalier Rural Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Senator Robin Taylor P-W-054
Senator Loren Leman P-W-055
Karen Button P-W-056
Robert H. Tilly, P.E. P-W-057
NMD Deployment Final EIS 9-7
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Table 9.1.1-1: Public Comments on the Draft EIS (Written Documents)

(Continued)

Commentor and Affiliation ID Number

Francis J. Schwindt P-W-058
— North Dakota Department of Health, Environmental Health Section

Scott Vaughn P-W-059

Jeffery J. Creamer P-W-060

George H. Dufman P-W-061
— Town of Sandwich

Michael Jones P-W-062

Janmarie Amend P-W-063

Kirk Hage P-W-064

Dale H. Young, Jr. P-W-065
— Tok Chamber of Commerce

Judith Schlebecker P-W-066

Bruce K. Gagnon P-W-067
— Global Network Against Weapons & Nuclear Power in Space

Jeanne L. Hanson P-W-068
— National Marine Fisheries Service

Physicians for Social Responsibility P-W-069

Ryan Schuetze P-W-070

Diana Farrar P-w-071

Bill Sheffield P-W-072
— Alaska Railroad Corporation

Mike Milligan P-W-073

Governor Tony Knowles P-W-074
—State of Alaska

Arjun Makhijani P-W-075
— Institute for Energy and Environmental Research

Christopher Paine, David Adelman P-W-076
— Natural Resources Defense Council

Gabriel Scott P-W-077
— Cascadia Wildlands Project

Charley Walton P-W-078

Pete Hallgren P-W-079
— City of Delta Junction

Anne Hanley P-W-080

Ron Rafson P-w-081

9-8 NMD Deployment Final EIS



Chapter 9—Public Review Comments and Responses

Table 9.1.1-1: Public Comments on the Draft EIS (Written Documents)

(Continued)
Commentor and Affiliation ID Number
Richard H. Loring, Sandra Lee Tompkins, Kathleen Nickerson Hardy P-W-082
— Town of Sandwich, Board of Health
Dan O’Neill P-W-083
— Fairbanks Daily News-Miner
Peter Schlesinger P-W-084
Richard and Sharon Judge P-W-085

— Selectman, Town of Sandwich
— Cape Cod Coalition To Decommission PAVE PAWS

Tape P-W-086
Miriam Paguin P-W-087
Richard Heacock P-W-088
— Alaska IMPACT
Alice Slater P-W-089
— Global Resource Action Center for the Environment
Kerynn Fisher P-W-090
Celia Hunter P-W-091
Sean McGuire P-W-092
Clinton Li... (unreadable) P-W-093
Kevin Maxwell P-W-094
Bill Fuller P-W-095
Sally Andersen P-W-096
Leila Ryterski P-W-097
Amy Marsh P-W-098
Paul Greli P-W-099
Laurel Drews P-W-100
Nancy Fresco P-w-101
Gerry Wood P-W-102
Stu Pecler P-W-103
Larry Landry P-W-104
Bob Dubois P-W-105
Cynthia Cody P-W-106
— U.S. EPA
William R. Taylor P-W-107
— U.S. Department of the Interior
William Theuer P-W-108
Richard Hugus P-W-109
Anthony Verderese P-W-110
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COMMENT COMMENT
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P-W-002 P-W-003
P-W-002 P-W-003
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is ta
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feef should be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999. the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999,
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Commentor:
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U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
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U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
| PO Box 1500

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

| City. State:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-004 P-W-005
coPY
— P-w-004
P-W-005
CAVALIER RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC. Comment Sheet
for the
National Missile Defense (NMD)} Deployment
October 26, 1999 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command in the Final EIS for NMD depioyment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
P O Box 1500 the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999,
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
Re: National Missile Defense Deployment pate: ) - Mo -FF
Cavalier Rural Electric Cooperartive, Inc. (CREC) has provided reliable 1

electric service to the thirty Minuteman III missile launch sites and one
launch control center since their original installatioan in 1964 thru the
present time when the sites are beginning to be "imploded".

CREC thru Minakota Power Cooperative, Inc. our wholesale electric supplier
has provided electric service to the ABM-MSR site at Yekoma, ND from the time
it was under coastruction im 1970 until it was scheduled for dis-mantling in
1976 and we coatinue to provide three phase service to the MSR Site following
removal of thesubstation at the 115 KV line that terminates at the MSR Site.
We have also provided three phase service to the RSL-1 at Hampden and RSL-2
at Dresden during construction and during operations up to the time the sites
were discoanected.

The 115 KV line remains intact to the MSR site at Nekoma.

The RSL Site: one is less than one mile from the existing 115 XV line that
goes from Devils Lake to Langdon.

This 115 KV line from Langdon to Devils Lake has weathered many storms and
since it is basically located in a northeast to southwest direction it has
withstood adverse weather very reliably. This line should provide a very reliab
source of bulk power to the MSR site and RSL 1.

CR¥C is ready and available to provide reliahle electric service to the ¥SR,
RSL 1 and RSL 2 as is necessaty for consternction and operatisn of these sites
with minimal additional investment.

Yours truly

Cavali, Rural Electric Coop., Tac

uane L. Otto, Manager

“One of the Minnkota Power Systems -- We Put Value on the Line”

| Please place form in the drop Commentor:
i box or mail ta:

Name: J’(él\)’¥ COM!‘A_)
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson .

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
i PO Box 1500 -
| Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 City, State:

| Zip Code: ‘
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COMMENT

COMMENT
v v e aiiwv NUMBER NUMBER
Senator Kent Conrad Pase
discussions with Moscow regarding a second site will be left to a later date.
. . .. As 1 recently told the President and bis national security advisor, Sandy Berger, a single 2
Statement in Support of National Missile Defense site in Alaska is simply not adequate to meet our nation’s NMD needs. We need sites in
both Alaska and North Dakota. We should be talking with the Russians at the ouiset
October 26, 1999 about the changes to the treaty necessary for two sites.
Based on briefings | have received, it is reasonable to expect that the ICBM threat will
BMDO Field Hearing evolve during the coming decade and render e single site in Alaska incapable of providing
Langdon’ North Dakota reliable defensive coverage for all 50 states. In the event of a rogue state anack_ on our
country involving more than a half-dozen warheads, or use of moderately sophisticated
warhead technology, I am informed that the United States could be adequately defended
only with sites in both Alaska and North Dakota.
I regret that the Senate’s schedule does not permit me to attend this evening’s hearing in .
persgc::, and have asked my staff to read thisp:tatement expressing my strongg suppongfor As [ discussed with Gcr'l.'Kadish'today, a single site in Algsk)_! also could not pro_:nde the
deployment of National Missile Defense (NMD) in North Dakota. Shot_)t-look-sh.oot capability provided by a North Dakota site in the cvent ofa strike
against Washington, D.C. from the Middle East. Unfortunately, this is a growing danger.
Earlier today in Washington I met with the Director of the Ballistic Missile Defense The National Intelligence Estimate released by the CIA on September 9 indicated that it is
Organization (BMDQ), Lt. Gen. Ron Kadish, to communicate again my belief that we entirely possible that l'ran or Iraq could have ICBMs capable of hitting the Um!ed States
need to be prepared before we are surprised by the "rogue state” ICBM threat, such as by the end of the coming decade. To protect our country ~ from the Aleutirns to the
from North Korean, Iran, and Iraq. I have been pleased to organize visits to Washington Florida Keys — we nced two sites at the outset.
by North Dakota community leaders in recent weeks, and would like to thank each of you . o . ! )
here this evening for taking the time to inform the BMDO represcntatives of your support A sgcond site also greatly enhances system ;urvwabxhty. With only one NMD site, our
for NMD. Community support is an important part of the equation. nation cou@ be rendered defenseless by a §mgle attack or .natural disaster t'hat destroys
our NMD site. A sccond site provides a vital back-up. [t is also worth noting that a
North Dakota also brings other vital assets to the table. We are the only treaty-compliant 1 North Dakota installation — situated in a geologically stable region here at the center of

deployment site under the ABM Treaty. Here in northeastern North Dakota, we have
cxisting infrastructure and active Air Force installations that can help support an NMD
system. North Dakota also offers excellent over-the-pole protection against missile
attack, which is why our state hosted the Safeguard ABM system in the 1970s. North
Dakota has experience with missile defense, and would welcome NMD depioyment.
Finally, the draft Environmental Impact Statement has found no major concerns with
deploying NMD in the Flickertail State.

Despite these assets, North Dakota faces an uphill fight on NMD. The ABM Treaty is

under fire. And, because a North Dakota site cennot reliably defend the western ends of
the Aleutian and Hawailan Island chains against an attack from nearby North Korea, the
Administration has proposed a single site in Alaska. The State Department has said that

the continent — would be less vulnerable to attack or carthquakes damage than one in
Alaska.

Furthermore, deploying at two sites would provide valuable economies of scale and
growth potential.

For these three reasons — defensive coverage, survivability, and economies of scale — 1
believe it would be in our nation’s interest to pursue an initial NMD deployment at two
sites: North Dakota and Alaska.

At the very least, ABM Treaty negotiations ought to be delayed until the advantages of
two sites have been carefully studied in accordance with my amendment to the fiscal year
2000 Defense authorization bill. This amendment was recently signed into law.

Exhibit 9.1.1-1: Reproductions of Written Comment Documents (Continued)
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1 have also told the President that the Administration’s apparent course of pursuing ABM
Treaty amendments in stages will only make the negotiation process more hazardous.
Two rounds of ABM Treaty negotiations would provide the Russians additional
opportunities to extract concessions on other arms control fronts.

Finally, making a second site contingent upon completion of a second round of
negotiations with the Russians is ill-advised in light of the three to five years of lead time
needed for military construction and system deployment before an NMD site can be fully
operational. Even a few years delay before or during negotiations regarding a second site,
when added to system construction lead-time, could leave our country without the two-
site capability it nceds when a more advanced threat materializes in coming decade. The
time to begin diplomatic work on a two-site deployment is now.

Deploying NMD in Alaska may well be necessary to counter the emerging North Korean
missile threat to that state. However, having studied this issue in depth throughout my
carecr in the Senate, it is my conviction that a single site in Alaska is simply not adequate
to defend our country against the full range of threats it likely will face in the coming
decade. We need sites in both North Dakota and Alaska at the outset.

1 would again like to thank ali those in attendance for being here tonight, and BMDO
personnel for visiting our state again. I will continue to fight for NMD for North Dakota
and the nation in the Senate, and would urge community members to contact me with
their comments and suggestions on this important matter.

Again, thank you for allowing me to share with you my support for NMD.

COMMENT
NUMBER Cl‘lctjl\:\lllwéiNRT
P-W-006

P-W-006

Comment Sheet
for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this public hearing. Qur purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final £IS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999,

Date: /b ’:1@ "’)0/

\\/1,/ g Of’f/t/)/“ //'l PV\&/\T

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

. Commentor:
0
wName:\‘i«N;{’) o Y e Yo

! SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500

- Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 i City, State:

Street Address:

‘ Zip Code: J
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As you further evaluate where to deploy a pational missile defense system, the question
of coverage must be considered. A single-site NMD system deployed in North Dakota provides
coverage of all 50 states against a North Korean missile attack, with the exception of the western
wost uninhabited islands of Hawaii and the far western reaches of Aleutian Islands of Alaska.
Tmportantly, a North Dakota site provides enhanced “shoot-look-shoot” capability for the entire
continental United States with the possible exception of the Pacific Northwest — meaning that
we could fire an interceptor, see if it hit the target, and then fire another interceptor if necessary.
Alaska, on the other hand, provides “shoot-lock-shoot” capability only against U.S. territory
west of the Mississippi River, leaving salvo coverage of the densely populated eastern United
States. In sum, if only one site is chosen, the level of coverage favors North Dakota. In the
alternative, a two-site architecture of North Dakota and Alaska would provide far better coverage
than either site alone.

In summary, ] want to thank you again for taking the time to come to North Dakota.

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson i
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PQ Box 1500

! Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

L ‘

Street Address; i
i

City, State: e ‘

Zip Code:
i
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| ameseol Lt 71 @%{AT/

COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
RS ] YR Ve.ssd
B e o P-W-007
TESTIMONY OF THE HONORABLE EARL POMEROY P-W-007
BEFORE THE
BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZATION Comment Sheet
LANGDON, NORTH DAKOTA for the
OCTOBER 26,1999 National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment

Colonel Bramlitt and distinguished officials from the Ballistic Missile Defense Draft Environmental Impact Statement (E1S]
Organization, welcome to North Dakota. We appreciate your being here today to hear our ™ . ! ] ] o
testimony on the draft environmental impact statement 'mprepa.ration for the deploymem ofa ! ank you for attendl.ng this public hearv.ng. Our purposg for hosting this meeting is Fo

N N R p N give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
national n‘pssde defense MID) system. You have anmcredlbly important task and we thank EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on.any issues that you feel should be clarified
you for this opportunity to participate in the process. in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1998.

Before I discuss the environmental impacts of NMD deployment in North Dakota, I
would like to say a word about the level of support in this community for the United States )
military. Northeastern North Dakota has a proud history of hosting missions that are essential to Date: 15/ os, /5>
our pation’s security. From the air refueling wing and the former Minuteman mission at Grand
Forks Air Force base, to the Cavalier Air Station, to the ABM site at Nekoma, northeastern North
Dakota has always welcomed the military with open arms. We are here this evening to say that A/ S 3Q m 1
we want to be your host for a national missile defense system. z

s By Y% AT A S /@ég

With respect to the environmental analysis, the draft environmental impact statement 1
rightly concludes that there are no significant hurdles to overcome with respect to deployment in 7;2: PhodV— Lepao /%* - (W Za s
North Dakota. As the report states, NMD deployment in North Dakota would have no impact on ~
threatened or endangered species. Likewise, once construction of the NMD system is complete, <§g¢; M ol a ﬁi— PG gﬂ/«’%
there should be little s0il erosion from operation of the site. Regarding health and safety, the O
report notes that, in the unlikely event of a mishap, the danger to health and safety is greater in
North Dakota than Alaska because the North Dakota site, although sparsely populated, is more
densely populated than Alaska. It should be noted, however, that the absolute threat to health
and safety of NMD deployment in North Dakota is extremely low.

2

Gl-6

Exhibit 9.1.1-1: Reproductions of Written Comment Documents (Continued)




91-6

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-008
P-W-008
Senator Kent Conrad
Comment Sheet
for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment Statement in Support of National Missile Defense
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to October 27, 1999
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified 3 .
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in BMDO Field Hearing
the Final EIS, your cf}mments must be post-marked by November 15, 1898. Grand FOl'kS, North Dakota
Date:;‘LO - ,27 - C; ?
{! I regret that the Senate’s schedule does not permit me to attend this evening’s hearing in
Q/LMML Con m,vf_ez person, and have asked my staff to read this statement expressing my strong support for
deployment of National Missile Defense (NMD) in North Dakota.
Yesterday in Washington the North Dakota Congressional delegation and community
leaders from Grand Forks met with the Director of the Ballistic Missile Defense
Organization (BMDO), Lt. Gen. Ron Kadish, and the former BMDO Director, Gen.
Lester L. Lyles, now Vice Chief of Staff of the Air Force. During this meeting, I
communicated again my belief that we need to be prepared before we are surprised by the
"rogue state" ICBM threat, such as from North Korea, Iran, and Iraq.
I have been pleased 1o organize visits to Washington by several groups of North Dakota
community leaders in recent weeks, and would like to thank each of you here this evening
for taking the time to inform the BMDO representatives of your support for NMD.
Community support is an important part of the equation.
North Dakota also brings other vital assets to the table. We are the only treaty-compliant 1

" Please place form in the drop Commentor:

i box or mail to: ] |
‘ Name:é&y\ M Q@’N«} ‘

| SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Juiia Hudson
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500

| Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Street Address: ‘

City, State:

l Zip Code: ‘
I

deployment site under the ABM Treaty., Here in northeastern North Dakota, we have
existing infrastructure and active Air Force installations, including Grand Forks AFB, that
can help support an NMD system. North Dakota also offers excellent over-the-pole
protection against missile attack, which is why our state hosted the Safeguard ABM
system in the 1970s. North Dakota has experience with missile defense, and would
welcome NMD deployment. Finally, the draft Environmental Impact Statement has
found no major concerns with deploying NMD in North Dakota.

OCT 27 99 es:17? PARGE. 82

Exhibit 9.1.1-1: Reproductions of Written Comment Documents (Continued)



L1-6

COMMENT
NUMBER

COMMENT
NUMBER

Page 2

Despite these assets, North Dakota faces an uphill fight on NMD. The ABM Treaty is
under fire. And, becanse a North Dakota site cannot reliably defend the western ends of
the Aleutian and Hawaiian [sland chains against an attack from nearby North Korea, the
Administration has proposed a single site in Alaska. The State Department has also said
that negotiations with Moscow regarding a second site will be left to a later date.

As I recently told the President and his national security advisor, Sandy Berger, a single
site in Alaska is simply not adequate to meet our nation’s NMD needs. We need sites in
both Alaska and North Dakota. We should be talking with the Russians at the cutset
about the changes to the treaty necessary for two sites.

Based on briefings I have received, it is reasonable to expect that the ICBM threat will
evolve sufficiently during the coming decade to render a single site in Alaska incapable of
providing reliable defensive coverage for all 50 states. In the event of a rogue state attack
on our country involving more than a half-dozen warheads, or use of moderately
sophisticated warhead technology, [ am informed that the United States could be
adequately defended only with sites in both Alaska and North Dakota.

As I discussed with Gen. Kadish, a single site in Alaska also could not provide the shoot-
look-shoot capability provided by a North Dakota site in the event of a strike against
Washington, D.C. from the Middle East. Unfortunately, this is a growing danger. The
National Intelligence Estimate released by the CIA on September 9 indicated that it is
entirely possible that Iran or Iraq could have ICBMs capable of hitting the United States
by the erd of the coming decade. To protect our country — from the Aleutians to the
Florida Keys — we need two sites at the outset.

A second site also greatly enhances system survivability. With only one NMD site, our
nation could be rendered defenseless by a single attack or natural disaster that destroys
our NMD site. A second site provides a militarily vital back-up. It is also worth noting
that a North Dakota installation — situated in a geologically stable region here at the
center of the continent — would be less vulnerable to attack or earthquake damage than
one in Alaska.

Furthermore, deploying at two sites would provide valuable economies of scale and
growth potential.

For thesg three reasons — defensive coverage, survivability, and economies of scale — 1
believe it would be in our nation’s interest to pursue an initial NMD deployment at two
sites: North Dakota and Alaska.

OCT 27 'S9 88:17
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Page3

At the very least, ABM Treaty negotiations ought to be delayed until the advantages of
two sites have been carefully studied in accordance with my amendment to the fiscal year
2000 Defense authorization bill. This amendment was recently signed into law.

I have also told the President that the Administration’s apparent course of pursuing ABM
Treaty amendments in two stages will only make the negotiation process more hazardous.
Two rounds of ABM Treaty negotiations would provide the Russians additional
opportunities to extract concessions on other arms control fronts.

Finally, making a second site contingent upon completion of a second round of
negotiations with the Russians is ill-advised in light of the three to five years of lead time
needed for military construction and system deployment before an NMD site can be fully
operational. Even a few years delay before or during negotiations regarding a second site,
when added to system construction lead-time, could leave our country without the two-
site capability it needs when a more advanced threat materializes in coming decade. The
time to begin diplomatic work on a two-site deployment is now.

Deploying NMD in Alaska may well be necessary to counter the emerging North Korean
missile threat to that state. However, having studied this issue in depth throughout my
career in the Senate, it is my conviction that a single site in Alaska is simply not adequate
to defend our country against the full range of threats it likely will face in the coming
decade. We need sites in both North Dakota and Alaska at the outset.

1 would again like to thank all those in attendance for being here tonight, and BMDO
personnel for visiting our state again. I will continue to fight for NMD for North Dakota
and the nation in the Senate, and would urge community members to contact me with
their comments and suggestions on this important matter.

Again, thank you for allowing me to share with you my support for NMD.

OCT 27 99 @8:18
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P-W-009
Comment Sheet
for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be claritied
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1899.
Date: Q"/';—/ X?/? Cf”}j
PRIVACY ADVISORY
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consider two sites for deployment of the National Missile Defense System. [t appears to me after

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-010
P-W-010
Harold A. “Hal” Gershman
Comment Sheet
for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft o
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified October 27, 1999
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Date: 5)7 0/ f ?.//f Ballistic Missile Defense Organization
['am a Grand Forks businessperson and would like to thank you for taking the time to
come to Grand Forks, North Dakota for the EIS Hearing.
Being that Grand Forks, North Dakota is home to the Grand Forks Air Force Base. and 1
was the base for a Minuteman Missile Wing, I believe that the environmental impacts of a
missile defense system would be negligible. We have already supported missiles in our
N environment and continue to support the Grand Forks Air Force Base.
ﬁ //Z/ __p I would like to take this opportunity, however, to encourage the BMDO to strongly
— i i
2 / /7 ﬁ

Commentor:
A %Q/VS
Nameside \V\W\‘;\’\
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

City, State:

Zip Code:

my trip to and briefing in Washington, D.C. (October 25-26) that Alaska alone will not offer the
"shoot, look, shoot" protection for the east coast that a North Dakota site would offer. 1
understand that the Grand Forks, North Dakota site would not completely cover the entire 50
states since the outer Aleutian Islands in Alaska and the most westerly uninhabited islands of
Hawaii are not covered. Therefore, two siles not only give us "shoot, look, shoot” capability on
both coasts but also gives us complete coverage of all 50 states.

The United States administration is now negotiating to change the ABM Treaty to
accommodate one site and will negotiate a second site at a later date: this according to Steve
Andreson of the National Security Council. I believe this is a mistake. As you know the
Russians have no appetite to change the treaty at this point. My sense is that if that if they do
agree to a change that they will have absolutely no appetite to renegotiate at a later datc for a
second site for missile defense. Therefore, I encourage your offices to encourage the
administration to change focus and negotiate two sites concurrently; Alaska and Grand Forks.
North Dakota.

A one-site missile defense system has a cost figure of $10.5 billion. To add a second
system would probably cost an additional $2-2.5 billion since the bulk of the radar would already
be established under the first defense system. For that reason it seems to me that the additional
costs warrant having two sites f{or better coverage against a missile attack by a rogue nation such

as North Korea from the west or Libya. Iran, or Iraq from the east.
PRESIDENT
HAPPY HARRY'S BOTTLE SHOPS, INC.
ROADKING INNS, INC.
GERSHMAN REAL ESTATE, INC.
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Page 2

,I want to congratulate your office for a successful intercept o October 2 and wish you
luck with the forthcoming tests.
Sincerely,

S SRoa

Hal Gershman

P-W-011

I'm Andy Warwick. I'm a 56 year resident of Fairbanks. 1served in
the Legislature for four years, Commissioner of the Dept. of
Administration for two years, and nine years on the local school
board. I'm a practicing CPA, and 'm also Chairman of the Board of
Directors of the water and sewer utility serving Fairbanks.

My guess is most of the people you will hear tonight will be in support
of this project. The truth is, the land in Alaska is controlled mostly by
government. As a consequence, there is very little opportunity for
private development. So when a project such as this comes along,
we usually stumble over each other in support of it. We've made
economic commitments to Fairbanks because Fairbanks is a good
place to raise a family, and we like the lifestyle.

Fairbanks and the military have always gotten along well together.
This is probably a product of 1) our financial dependence on the
military, and 2) the fact that many of the military personnel who retire
remain in Fairbanks. We have build modern schools on Ft.
Wainwright and Eielson. There are numerous liaison committees
functioning between Fairbanks and the military. We've used their ski
hill for our alpine ski races, their runway for drag races and naturally
many of us enjoy playing golf on the excellent Chena Bend Golf
Course on Wainwright.

So if one of the criteria for this project to be built in the interior of
Alaska is for the civilian and military communities to be compatible,
we pass that test, for the miiitary and civilian communities are very
much intertwined.

Thank you,

Andy Warwick

P-W-011
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-012
P-W-012
Comment Sheet
for the rernoa cnaing ARSI 1] a1
/o ' 7/ Patient Days ADC )
National M/ss//e Defense (NMD) Deployment L . ¥TD NoJBeds % Gapacily FPES Mewampc ]
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) fospiTre
Icu 232 2415 7.48 7.94 13 57.57% _
Nursery 300 2982 9.68 9.81 16 60.48% ///
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Peds 109 1376 352 4.53 12 29.30% /?/ 7 Solre
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft 3Sdical o igg gggg 1;3; 12‘25 ;g ggggz"
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified 2SMH 241 2377 777 782 9 86188"/:
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in Surgical 3W 475 4946 15.32 16.27 28 54.72%
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Total 2065 22250 66.61 73.19 135 54.22%

pate:_/J/ NOV 99

I

-

N
I

Please place form in the drop Commentor:
box or mail to:

Name: ?/C/C SOC/E
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 36807-3801 City, State:

Zip Code:

Note: 11 Mental Health beds to be added, November 1999

Actual Available
Surgery minutes - 1998* 552638 651168 84.87%
* Note: we have 16% excess surgical capacity with six surgery suites. However, we have
an application in to the State to add one more surgery suite, which will increase excess
surgical capacity 10 23%.
ER registrations - 1998 23961 36500 65.65%
* Note: The 36500 capacity is based on an average of 100 ER patients per day. However

This could be more or less, and depends largely on the staffing in the ER, especially
number of ER docs available.
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-013 P-W-014
P-W-013 P-W-014
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (E/S)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final EIS for NMD depioyment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1939. the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Date: W/ / 7@ M ‘Mlgl"é Date: (\(\lcﬁ
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms, Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
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Street Address:

City, State:
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PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Street Address:

City, State:

Zip Code:
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P-W-015 P-W-016
P-W-015 P-W-016
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1899. the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Date: //"‘/ ’\7? Date: //’/’ 7;)
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U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

City, State:

Zip Code:
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Good Evening Gentlemen and Welcome to Fairbanks. Economic development will slow for the entire length of the economic
1 am Wally Powers, Economic Development Director for the Fairbanks food chain,
North Star Borough’s Economic Development Commission.
I would like to address the socioeconomic impacts of the possible location However, a decision to proceed with the Proposed Action and
of the National Missile Defense System in Alaska emphasizing the impact deployment of the Missile Defense system in Alaska will offer numerous
on economic development opportunities. I wish to also address the economic development opportunities throughout the state.
opportunity cost of a “No Action Alternative” or not locating the defense
system in Alaska. You have already heard from many speakers regarding The University of Alaska, Fairbanks has been a space grant university since 2

the ability and willingness of Alaska to support the project if it is approved.

If'a “No Action Alternative” or Alaska is not selected there will be an

opportunity cost in terms of economic development.

Iam not‘promoting one location in Alaska over another. Howevef, for
obvious reasons, Ft. Greely would experience a greater adverse impact from
not being selected.  Ft. Greely’s Reduction in Force related to the Base
Realignment and Closure will begin this July with the elimination of 54
civilian positions. Fifty-five more positions are scheduled for elimination in
2001. The Missile Defense Deployment may not provide relief for those
being RIF’d but it would help fill the void in the community created by the
base closure. Deployment at Ft. Greely would add momentum to Delta
Junction’s ability to attract new industry to utilize the surplus property
productively. The 800 bed medium security prison plan would use only
a portion of the existing facilities._[t will take time to utilize the rest of the
facilities without some economic stimulus such as the National Missile
Defense project. In the interim, Delta Junction and the businesses and
infrastructure that supported Ft. Greely will be adversely affected.

1991. The University owns & operates Poker Flat Research Range that has
been operated by UAF’s Geophysical Institute since 1968. Poker Flat
operations are funded under contract with NASA and is the world’s only
scientific rocket launching facility owned by a university. UAF also has
Cray super computing technology available for research and analysis and
extensive researching capabilities. Placement of the NMD in the Interior
would add momentum to growth and diversification of Alaska’s growing

technology base.

Establishment of more high tech applications attracts complementary service
industries needed to meet the rapidly changing environment.

Rapid technological change and high security demands expeditious delivery
of parts and equipment. Alaska’s strategic location and highly developed air
transportation infrastructure would thrive in a high technology usage area.
The NMD would add to this base of technological users and encourage

growth in our logistical service industry.
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Alaska’s population growth is lagging slightly behind the rest of the U.S. to contracts for post construction services. I know federal procurement
Of greater concern is that we are witnessing the loss of our younger work practices promote opportunities for small business development and I'm sure
force between the ages of 20 and 34. While the population of Alaska grew this project will be consistent with other federal projects.
13 percent since 1990 there was a decline of 20 percent in this age group
during the same period. This has been attributed to the declining number of In summary [ would just like to state that Alaska is perceived by many to be
high paying jobs in Alaska and greater opportunities in the Lower 48. out of the mainstream and are not aware of its growing capabilities.
Development of an economy that demands a greater level of professional However, the military and airline industry has recognized the strategic
skill would help curtail this brain drain from the state. Alaska needs more benefits of our location. We need to use that recognition as leverage to
diversification, and the NMD system would provide a positive contribution attract the attention of other industries to our great state.
to stem this trend. We cannot afford to let our labor pool evaporate

We have much to offer in terms of opportunity and quality of life. You
It has been suggested that the bulk of the benefit of constructing the National 3 know from personal experience that many military personnel chose to stay

Missile Defense system would not remain in Alaska. To quote a recent
article “...the megabucks will head south to defense contractors in the states,
like Boeing and Lockheed-Martin, who will build the hardware and write the
computer programs”. [ would not argue that point extensively but [ would
say that it’s implied conclusion is much too simplistic. This is not a single
phase project. It is complex, multi-phase, and would progress over several
years with various levels of technical requirements. The defense contractors
and prime contractors for the primary product will have many needs that can
be met by Alaskan subcontractors. Local contractors have developed and
proven their ability to provide complex project management. This will
create opportunities for new associations and partnerships that may serve as
a springboard for contracts in other venues. Likewise, small business and
DBE set-asides afford new opportunities and experience for sub contractors
to develop their Statement of Qualifications. 1 perceive active participation

by Alaskan’s throughout construction and that their participation would lead

or return to Alaska after completing their term of service. They like it here

and are a resource available to Alaska and their previous employer.

We just want you to know that we appreciate the fact the military recognizes
Alaska’s strategic benefit. We also want you to know that we also recognize
the strategic benefit of the military being located in Alaska. It’s a symbiotic

and synergistic relationship that we truly want to foster.
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P-W-017 P-W-018
P-W-017 P-w-018
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final £IS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999. the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
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U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Commentor:
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P-W-019 P-W-020
P-W-019 P-W-020
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues anatyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Finai EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999. the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1993,
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Commentor:
Name:__ Sttt W Yermneoh) ArA
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson !

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
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Please place form in the drop Commentor:
box or mail to:

Name:__ RBueel \wlide

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

City, State:

Zip Code:
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P-W-021 P-W-022
P-W-021 P-W-022
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (E/S)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999. the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999,
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\elerser;

Why locate

National Missile Defense
at
@@ D Clear Air Station, Alaska?

Based on facts obtained from the Draft Environmentat Impact Statement published in September
1999 by National Missile Defense Team Joint Program Office, U.S. Army Space and Missile
Defense Command; and from documentation provided in the City of Anderson's Land Use Plan
and from City of Anderson Resolution 99-07 in support of Clear AFS as a site for elements of the
proposed National Missile Defense System.

Table of Contents

City of Anderson Resolution 99-07
in Support of Clear AFS as a Site for Elements of the
Proposed National Missile Defense System

Anderson, Yes!

Why locate National Missile Defense at

Clear Air Station, Alaska?
Good Gravel, Yes!
Land Quality, Yes!
The Water, Yes, Yes!
Yes, The Air is Good!
Transportation & Accessibility, Yes!
The Area, Yes!

Testimonial: Why Anderson?
Written by Anne Paul, resident since 1978

Maps
Figure 1 - City of Anderson Municipal Boundaries
Figure 2 - Anderson Townsite Map
Figure 3 - Future Land Use Map
Figure 4 - Developed Land in Anderson Townsite
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B, r, o
CITY OF T8I ANDERSON
P.O. Box 3100 « Anderson, Alaska 98744
Phone (907) 582-2500 * FAX (907) 582-2496

CITY OF ANDERSON
RESOLUTION 998-07

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ANDERSON
IN SUPPORT OF
CLEAR AFS
AS A SITE FOR ELEMENTS OF THE PROPOSED
NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEM

WHEREAS, Clear AFS is an integral part of the lives of most of the residents here and
actually lies. in part within the municipal boundaries of the City of Anderson, and

WHEREAS, the Anderson City Council and residents of Anderson believe in the
concept of the need for a National Defense program, and

WHEREAS, Clear AFS reservation encompasses approximately 12,000 acres. of
which, only about 10% are currently being utilized for current station mission and
activities, and

WHEREAS, the transportation infrastructure related to Clear AFS includes a spur of
the Alaska Railroad, the George Parks Highway, and a 4000 foot asphalt paved runway
which could easily be extended and widened as necessary, and

WHEREAS, the communication infrastructure related to Clear AFS includes the White
Alice Sire, a relatively unused fiber optic cable running between Fairbanks and
Anchorage along the Alaska Railroad right-of-way, and the existing communication
system in use for Clears current mission, and

WHEREAS, Clear AFS has modernized 22.5 megawatt coal fired power plant

currently in use, with the main supplier (Usibelli Coal Mine) a scant 25 miles away by
rail, and

WHEREAS, the Alaska Power Intertie system actually crosses a portion of the Clear
AFS reservation and would thus be easily available for connection to the Clear power
grid, if deemed necessary, and

WHEREAS, the Clear AFS is underlain primarily by one of the largest gravel deposits
in the world, providing for relative seismic stability, and

WHEREAS, because of the Alaska Range mountain drainage and the gravel base,
the area around and including Clear AFS boasts almost unlimited amounts of extremely
high qualty water.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: The residents and the City Council
members of Anderson strongly encourage careful consideration of Clear AFS as a site
for one or more elements of the proposed National Missile Defense System

PASSED AND APPROVED BY A DULY CONSTITUTED QUORUM OF THE CITY
COUNCIL OF ANDERSON, ALASKA THIS 9TH DAY OF MARCH, 1999.

L2 o)) Wopsliny

RICHARD V. NAPOLEONE
Mayor

ATTEST

A e & MNe s A

Darta C. McMannes, City Clerk
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Why locate National Missile Defense at Clear Air Station, Alaska? Why locate National Missile Defense at Ciear Air Station, Alaska?
Land Quality, Yes!
G ood G ravel Yes | Less than 10% of Clear AS are wetlands, most of which occur along the channel 2
H " of the Nenana River, according to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The
statement adds that minimal impacts are expected to the area's vegetation, wildlife, and
The Clear Air Force Station is undertain primarily by one of the largest gravel 1 threatened or endangered species.

deposits in the world, providing for relative seismic stability.

Industrial uses of the land in Anderson, a community developed for
complementing Clear Air Force Station, is limited to a gravel pit operated by the City of
Anderson.

Gravel from the pit, located to the south of the developed town site, is sold to local
and regional users when other private sources are not available and generates revenue
for the city.

"The gravel barrens located on Clear AS may be considered as unusual
communities since they do not normally occur in central Alaska. While possessing
unique plants, there is no evidence that gravel barrens provide critical habitat for wildlife,"
according to the Draft Environmental impact Statement, published in September 1999 by
National Missile Defense Team Joint Program Office, U.S. Army Space and Missile
Defense Command.

The sedimentary wedge is primarily composed of sandy gravel and is estimated to
exceed several hundred feet.

4.

The Water, Yes, Yes!

The Alaska Range mountain drainage and the gravel base, the area around and
including Clear Air Force Station boasts almost uniimited amounts of extremely high
quality water.

The Impact Statement cites that there would be no change to water resources in
the region.

Yes, the Air is Good!

"It would be within the base's air quality ROL All other areas within the Roi are
Class 1l for PSD determination Purposes,” says the Impact Statement, referring to
regional air quality.

Radon levels were found to be well below the current U.S. EPA guidelines
according to the Impact Statement.

.5-

Exhibit 9.1.1-1: Reproductions of Written Comment Documents (Continued)



ce-6

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
Ancersemn, esH Ancersemn, s
Transportation & Accessibility, Yes! 3 The Area, Yes!

The close proximity of the George Parks Highway, an air strip, and the river and
rail transportation modes are some of the Anderson areas economic assets.

The transportation infrastructure refated o Clear Air Force Station includes a spur
of the Alaska Railroad, the Parks Highway, and a 4000 foot asphalt paved runway which
could easily be extended and widened as necessary.

The Alaska Railroad passes through the municipality, intersecting the highway
access road about one mite southeast of the tow. All unloading spurs are located on
Clear Air Station to receive coal from Healy for use at the Clear power plant.

k Currently there is no rail freight or passenger service to Anderson, even though
the train can be flagged down to pick up passengers. Freight is off-loaded in Fairbanks
and trucked down the highway for delivery.

There is a 4,00 foot, 150 feet wide surfaced airstrip with heated parking available
five miles south of town. 1t is owned by the State of Alaska. Airport improvements were
made in 1995 for resurfacing, installation of electricity and radio controfied runway lights.
The airport is utilized by private aircraft and is available for commercial air operations.

Although there are four modes of transportation, all located in close proximity to
one another, only the Parks Highway is utitized for movement of goods and services to
Anderson. '

The other modes are either undeveloped or play a very minor role in the
transportation and communication sector of the economy. However, future economic
conditions may result in the city gaining a unique competitive advantage for being a major
transportation center in the region.

The city is located six miles by access road from the highway, an easy, scenic 80
mile drive south of Fairbanks, and 282 miles north of Anchorage. The distance to points
north of the highway could be cut by ten miles if a more direct access road were built
across wetlands.

-6-

Clear AS is an integral part of the lives of most of the residents in the Anderson
area and actually lies, in part, within the municipal boundaries of the City of Anderson.

The municipal boundaries encompass approximately 44 square miles, nine of
which are restricted to military use. The developed portion of the city of Anderson
occupies less than a one-half square mile area six miles north of the Clear AS.

Base operations would continue to provide economic benefits according to the
impact Statement. Construction and operations, direct and indirect employment, and
materials expenditures would provide economic benefit to surrounding communities retail
sales and tax base, it adds. There also would be no impact on public services, according
the Impact Statement.

J

Locate the National Missile Defense at
Clear Air Station near

AR, LA

.-
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- -
Why live in Anderson ? - )
, . Why live in Anderson *
Excerpts from an Essay Written in 1899 by Anne Paul, resident since 1978
We have a good school in Anderson, where
Living in Anderson is an experience - a slice of Alaskan 2'\'/;:;2 ncg‘"dcf: a[::n‘i’g'ar”"‘”“ de the teachfer”s,
. . e, and no one falls
life that can offer the unbounded freedom1 to cgntnbutet tobthti between the cracks. We are represented well by
community or the excuse to be swept along by events o] our young people. Youth often bring back a
local and global. variety of trophies, athletic, academic
championship and sportsmanship.
. - At school ball games, the Grizzlies
Why dO l hve in Anderson? always put on a good show, at concerts the
young musicians continually show improvement,
It is living in @ community where everyone knows and cares about 4

everyone else. The streets are safe and quiet, and | can send my
children on errands to help them develop independence.

Life here is being
able to picnic

by the river-

to build a cooking/
camp fire

- to set off fireworks.

4&;»
=5

It is the freedom to ride a snow maching
ar an ATV or a motor cycle or a bicycle on trails
with common sense and ability as regulators

It is having neighbors, but not tao close and being independen

It is having an occasional moose and her offspring wander into th
yard and maybe sample the broccoli.

Itis hearing the stories about “a bear on
the edge of town”. it reminds me that we
are living pretty close to nature. ttis
gardening and having an abundance of
produce to give away.

8-

theatrical performances are always entertaining.
School functions are times for socializing with
neighbors whether or not they have

children attending the school.

ﬁ.g'\ 5 I like living in a community where
/B 5;; r former residents retum to visit old
oo % friends and see how things have

| changed.

j I For eleven years, the whole

Q community has come out to

welcome both visitors to our state

and our Alaskan neighbors

to the annual summer

Bluegrass and Country Music Festival.

I like being able to be a leader in community and to attend sccial
affairs when 1 think | have something to offer - and being a follower when
there are others with greater inclination and ability.

I like our lighted streets that are paved enough to avoid potholes
and dust. | like having a beautiful park and open space for walking and
picnicking and gathering with friends and neighbors.

| like having taxes be just enough to provide those community
amenities. | like having no property taxes to threaten my home
ownership.

Exhibit 9.1.1-1: Reproductions of Written Comment Documents (Continued)
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Why live in Anderson ?
Anderson has the best water anywhere around.

| like having technology available when | want or need it - cable TV
- reliable power and telephone service - access to the internet.

Fairbanks, the nearest city o
to the North of us, is close enough gl
to drive to just about any time | want N

=2 d
- to shop, to eat out, ‘-&;)-“",/]
- to enjoy cultural events. . €§‘F&‘ )

| like being able to drive South a few miles to

19' ] Denali National Park - and enjoy
: the seasonal treats

\ the area has to offer.

| like living in a small town where there’s
not constant pressure

to go - to hurry up - to participate.

Life goes a littie slower.

| like not having to

wait in line at the post office.

Living in Anderson means living in a community that is diverse - a
place where my children learned to interact with people of all intellectual
and social levels on a day to day basis. It is living in a community that
accepts that people are not all alike in their gifts and their aspirations -
that as much as we sometimes might like to impose our will on others,
we wouldn't like them to impose theirs on us.

£ 3

Why live in Anderson ?

How does one cope with
living in a small town?

Living in Anderson is easier if you plan ahead. Shopping for
necessities is not a task to be undertaken daily in rural Alaska. Once a
week is about as often | ever get to shop for groceries, and there are
times in the winter that ! only get to Fairbanks once in a month. Having a
well-stocked pantry and freezer is a great help.

An Anderson resident needs to be more independent than
someone who lives in a larger community. Being willing and able to
trouble shoot and make minor repairs is a real advantage. . Residents
often help each other out - most have talents and equipment they can
share.

"It just requires a littie more independence, a little more effort at
organization, and a willingness to provide for your own entertainment.
Small town living is not for everyone, though for me, the advantages of
raising a family in Anderson have far outweighed the disadvantages.

Anderson is a neighborhood. Our neighbors are rich and poor,
educated and uneducated, religious and atheist, healthy and sick,
energetic and lazy, pompous and humble, old and young, and we are all
the better for the variety. Our kids can walk to school. We know each
other by name and reputation. We help each other in times of crisis. We
allow each the independence and privacy he seeks.

NUMBER
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P-W-023 P-W-024
P-Ww-023 P-W-024
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999, the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Date:_ ) (O 3 - 77 Date: 3%4/ ?9
] "@(M — e /o¢ a/v‘o 2 1 1
6P due Nmb in_ BN, Dolts e
\ . - N 7/
needS  dhe ops A TS P seo” i e ppoiire . TRl et ittt L

L= fo,— /\{/Aii emote.  CGes
Mﬁ_ﬁ@% ‘07}///%_' proSer L&
+ \nlhelee ot Fhe T Commesdt

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commentor:

4
Name: /,M zZ /( W_
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

City, State:

Zip Code:

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commentor:

Name: ,4/7(/2“/ /?"6524/7
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

City, State:

Zip Code:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-025 P-W-026
P.W-025 P-W-026
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (E/S) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel shouid be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999. the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
!
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commentor:

neme:_ D0, (3€DIOD
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

City, State:

Zip Code:
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Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Commentor:
Name: ’B tann’ \'J/H'W ' WW’

Street Address:

City, State:

Zip Cade:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
. P-W-027 P-W-028
P-W-027
P-W-028
Rick Johnson Comment Sheet
Council Member, for the
Delta Junction City Council National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
NMD Joint Program Office of the BMDO . .
SMDC - EN -V Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
. give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft

Ms. Julia Hudson ; . e
Us A Missil EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified

rmy - Missile Defense Command in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
PO Box 1500 the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Huntsville, Alabama

35807 - 3801
Date: 7 )~
Dear Sirs, , . .
,) 197/54/% r ol 1 ‘447f /r‘f?%/(/ //)—]{L'O/?f 1
. . /

As an elected official, | would like to express our community’s gratitude for your 1 ’

consideration of Fort Greely as a potential site for our nation’s Ballistic Missile
Defense System.

Your visit to our community is not by mistake. Your mission in seeking the best
possible site for the system is not without historical precedence. Since the dawn of
modern warfare, Alaska has played a strategic role in the defense of the North
American continent. And it will, forever continue to do so.

The Delta/Greely area specifically has had a long-term relationship with the armed
services of our country. Due to early military telegraph communications, to supporting
lend lease, to building the Alaska highway, to testing the latest in cold weather military
equipment, the heritage of the majority of Delta residents lie in our state’s military
history. Whether retired or active, military and civilian service personnel, along with
their families, have historically made up make up the majority of our population. We
understand the nature of your mission and the vast majority of us supported it.

The recent realignment of Fort Greely is only the latest in our long history of cyclical
military spending. As missions have changed so too has our community. In the event
Fort Greely is chosen as the site of the BMDO, you can count on our community once
again to support our nation’s military mission. Our community, as will the rest of the
interior of Alaska, and the state as a whole, can and will, provide for your mission's
needs while building and operating this system.

Once again, thank you. We look forward to your decision, and ultimately the
opportunity to becoming the home of our nation’s Ballistic Missile Defense System.

/r/-/M/ %/f/’/oe (7?/147‘4744 »9 S ﬁ/’/ya.}ﬂf 2
LDl @ / 47 ﬂm;/@ w27 La 71)}/“;/,
z;/_Zr‘{u Qepse Aogwdopom /,ZZ /‘;77' r/0 ;yw/{zv 4’/%174

4??7”(/;1’}_/ s p g nZa Fopidrama D2 pord At BMDO
it camisestnainle b gpiiiton e Kom

A S
i Pl v LoamynaZis

LOries ‘)’70

/

D rims romppsmod mdont paei il Thseals AM 220 AL0
fm@auzz( Orvary o (Pselees [Deony)

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500

{ Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Commentor:

Name: 9{&/{2 1/{/1"15

Street Address:

City, State:

Zip Code:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-029 P-W-030
P-W-030
P-W-029
Comment Sheet
Ay name ;s Aassel) orslre axct T 1 ) o for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Ske A wele c;me et 75 aa’_ P . We Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
: .- == = R - - Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
are.. ?fo}‘_O/ﬁ 7é A¢ 4742”—7/ gfifjav,gyj/,:}éf% i give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deplayment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
e o o S T - in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
. ,A/Ifr/ ﬁﬁé/ af\ /‘7/4..06& : 4/10/, u)aa,/g/ C’Qﬂs‘/,def,‘,/'%;, the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
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Commentor:

Name: D‘W
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsviile, AL 35807-3801

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

City, State

Zip Code:
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COMMENT

COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-031
P-w-031
Comment Sheet
for the ’%%7’ o7 %//4/45_ Lo 77 i 4
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
al Mis { ) Deploy. ,«%f@g/@ﬂ&e}ﬁ'ﬂ/
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (E/S)
— agE e e 577/@ o ,Zg%’ e
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft W%‘/ &WW //‘éy EZv s AT fMV W
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel shouid be clarified W—M
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in urprnr & TFE S é;r%( Ve e
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999, s Z’W
Date: ;»%W/ﬁ
k,é/ﬁcf ﬂ-mﬂyg @wd;mr/_c,g 1
Ve
OB oz 570 e dpaegarrny 27 dbem | Lraere:
W@M Lot A g [ FAle ST PRIVACY ADVISORY
iﬁm% / LR Information is solicited so that an administrative record can be created
which identifies those members of the general public who participated in,
éd%?zm R Py TS W/)/ ﬁﬁb\/ﬁ 5 @lﬁ or pravided comments regarding this program. The information provided
will be used only as follows and for no other purpose:
Ll B0 geemos Tipr dev AP @%W
I 1. To signify an individual's desire to make a statement quring the
M’ ggzgfnzf‘r:mem part of the meeting or to request copies of the
SE Ty WM SHETHE s st 2 2. To publish the comments of specified individuals in the project
report. If published, and if the report is released to the pubiic,
p— ly th f individual ak ith hi: hy s
/% 2 & /4; 2 P :lrilnybte:i:?;;eeg.the individual along with his or her comment,
- v Zew D 3. To compile a possible mailing list for other projects in which the
é?m/ yZ 2 ﬁz“ W/ =z individuai may have an interest.
— s Zeogime g5 LSrremg p isais flar frsres
~ Fpr s B paymermes c5 A 3

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commentor:
Nameg// e

Street Address:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500

Huntsvilte, AL 35807-3801

City, State:,

Zip Cade:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-032 P-W-033
P-W-032 P-W-033
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you fee! shouid be clarified EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EiS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in in the Final €IS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1399, the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1998.
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Please place form in the drop Commentor: [ETEINT AU g

box or mail to: (Et
Name: REA %Eﬂr# _@

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address: e

PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

City, State:

Zip Code:

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commentor:

A Shele Le.j}r/,\fl,v.{

Name:_Senn Loren Lertan

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

City, State:

Zip Code:
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NUMBER NUMBER

e Good evening, I'm Senator Loren Leman. { am honored installation. The water table more than 175 feet deep, no

to represent the District G in west Anchorage which wetlands would be disturbed, and this summer’s wildfire

includes Elmendorf Airforce Base. | appreciate this has conveniently killed nearly every tree within miles. You

opportunity to say a few words about Alaska’s potential might say that nature is leading the way.

role in the Ballistic Missile Defense Program. As an, Additionally, there are no roads or buildings within the 2

elected official, engineer, and Alaska resident this issue range of a potentiat chemical vapor leak.

concerns me deeply on professional, public policy and In contrast, a spill at the Grand Forks North Dakota

personal levels. location could potentially endanger users of, and | quote,

Of the many factors addressed in the draft environmental “three commercial buildings, two churches, one residence

impact statement, I'll briefly mention two: wetlands and the and portions of US Highway 2” Volume 1, Executive Summary

potential, however unlikely, of a chemical propellant leak. page es 15.

Last month | toured the Clear Air Station and Fort Greely From a number of perspectives, | believe that Alaska, and

sites under consideration. As an environmental engineer, probably Fort Greely, stands out as being the best choice

| paid close attention to the wetlands and groundwater for the environment and for the nation.

issues.

My observations lead me to believe that Fort Greely is 1 An important component of any public program is local

exceptionally well suited for a Ground Based Interceptor support. While in Delta Junction | participated in a public
Senator Loren Leman page #1 Ballistic Missile p;mii Senator Loren Leman page #2 Ballistic Missile Pze:ie;r;s;

€v-6
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Senator Loren Leman page #3

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
meeting that included the discussion of the issue and was Should the Department of Defense choose a site in the 5
impressed by the active involvement of the community. lower 48, both Alaska and Hawaii may be left vulnerable
Nearly one hundred area residents voiced their to a nuclear attack by a rogue nation.
enthusiasm for an installation at Fort Greely. It is important to note that Alaska and Hawaii were
This is understandable. With the recent post closure, the 3 precisely the areas attacked by Japanese forces in World
community is in need of the jobs and economic War Il Both states support military installations that are
development this program would bring. Fort Greely and critical to our first line of defense in the Pacific theater.
the Ballistic Missile Defense Program are a good match. Both states are geographically isolated and dangerously
proximate to potential launch sites.
Noise concerns and archeological remains are important 4

and worthy of our careful consideration. However, there is
a larger question in the background; one that will
profoundly affect the way Americans view the success of
a Ballistic Missile Defense System.

That is, which Americans should be protected? All, or

some?

Ballistic Missile Defense
11/04/99 - 2:49 PM

Senator Loren Leman page #4

Clearly, when the United States is threatened in the
Pacific, it is Alaska and Hawaii that offer a potential
aggressor the most tempting targets.

Leaving these states undefended from a missile attack
runs counter to our traditional military strategy in the
Pacific and, in my view, would call into question the

mission of the entire system.

Ballistic Missile Defense
11/04/99 - 2:49 PM
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-034
P-W-034
Comment Sheet
for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
e An Alaska installation is the only alternative that would Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
tl’U|y protect our first line of defense and safeguard all Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
- give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
) EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
Americans from nuclear terrorism. in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1998.
- Thank you for listening to Alaskans.
/ Date:
WQWM 7’:4{5 /J— 5@ 7/(7” "!/4:* 1
22 ’}//ﬁ PR Wl v'»,» : /I’,/(—(' 2 [ﬂ [P atd - . ﬁ A w—m.‘r
ZUIC)/MM\M}?P ///"J-x /‘r P2y ’77/‘6- él.f\_ 2
by 2]»« 4@/” St ol "7 %é,-__ «*L as (L
/C + Co 107 /
3

Please place f@ in the drop Commentor:
box or mail ta:

Name:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PQO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 City, State:

Zip Code:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-035
P-W-035
MEMBER ALASKA STATE SENATE STATE CAPITOL
JUNEAU. ALASKA 99801-1182
TENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE (907) 465-3822
ELEVENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE FAX {307) 4€5-3756
;/M TWELFTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE 1-800-770-3822
THIRTEENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE (JANUARY - MAY)
FOURTEENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE INTERNET: //hitp.//www.state ak.us/
FIFTEENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE R
SIXTEENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE 716 WEST 4TH, SUITE 400
IGHTEENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE
/ illN:TEENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE SenaTorR Tim KeLLy ANCHOgﬁ%i;}ﬁfx EE
TWENTIETH ALASKA LEGISLATURE FAX (307) 258-4524
// TWENTY-FIRST ALASKA LEGISLATURE
W )
6{ TESTIMONY OF STATE SENATOR TIM KELLY, CO-CHAIR,
MW/@V //'/V/ ALAKSA LEGISLATURE JOINT ARMED SERVICES
el COMMITTEE
éﬁ”(y} /{ﬂ%c/u?/,&n/ W & ”/
/
PRIVACY ADVISORY When the Twenty-first Alaska Legislature convened last January, one the 1
Information is soficited so that an administrative record can be created flrSt, a;tlon's t?ken was the overwhc!mmg reaffirmation Of S)LII‘ support fora
which identifies those members of the general public who participated in, ballistic missile defense system which would defend all fifty states.
or provided comments regarding this program. The information provided
will be used only as follows and for no other purpose: . . . . . i
Please include in your records this copy of our Legislative Resolve No. 1.
1.To sigmfy an individual's desire to make a statement t_ﬂuring the
DR G TG Legislators from every part of Alaska passed it with unprecedented bi-
. partisan support. In February, I had the honor, along with Representative
2. To pubiish the comments of specified individuals in the project . g e
report. If published. and if the report is released to the public, Eldon Mulder, Representative Gail Phillips, and Ggyemor Tony Kn.owle§, of
Or)lllybﬁhi_naﬁe c;f the individual alang with his o her comment, personally presenting it to Secretary of Defense William Cohen during his
will be disclosed. isi
visit to Anchorage.
3. To compile a possible mailing list for other projects in which the
individual may have an interest. . . . - 0 o
This resolution clearly outlines the case for building the national missile
defense system here:
y . Z . . 8
éﬂj /ﬂdWa/ S lp8 jg&c 7 SV7A Mﬂ//wuc/ S Alaska offers the unmatched military value of a strategic location
Py 4 %// : tfrom which people living in all fifty states can be defended. In fact,
a2 £ ov y . 3 5 O .
/,l/vc by /}a;:‘ w “rray /-’r/"/ st Z’Z?f / orae ';j ?’7 Alaska is the only site where interceptor missiles can hit [CBMs
,’\ /ku/w\, targeted against every corner of our Nation.
Vs 6 As a territory and as a state, Alaskans have aggressively supported a

%,.1/\ o i Ae o /ﬂd{)’/a—ﬂ/%
i i

f w»f MYO/ S eaeF

W
o/ S ppT Sy s idmess
V; 4 ///

strong national defense and have warmly welcomed the men and
women of our Armed Forces who serve here.
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2
. _ STATE OF ALASKA
Alaska’s work force is highly skilled, experienced, and can get the job THE LEGISLATURE
done.
- . 1999
All of us who worked on the Alaska Pipe Line really have only one thing to Lagintative
say to you: “Stand back and let us get to work.” Source Resolve No.
CSHIR 8(MLV) am S 1

Relating to a national ballistic missile defense system.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS the collapse of the Soviet Union has rendered obsolete the treaty
constraints and diplomatic understandings that limited the development and deployment of
weapons of mass destruction and their delivery systems during the Cold War; and

WHEREAS the world has consequently witnessed during this decade an unprecedented

Tud;

proliferation of sophisticated military technology, i nuclear, chemical, and biological ~

weapons and ballistic missifes; and

WHEREAS the United States has recognized that it currently has no means of
protecting persons living in all 50 states from attack by these new threats and has initiated a
program to develop and deploy a national ballistic missile defense system; and

WHEREAS four locations in Alaska are currently being considered as sites for
deployment of the intercept vehicles for this system; and

WHEREAS each of these locations provides the unmatched military value of a
strategic location from which persons living in all 50 states can be defended as required by
the United States Constitution; and

WHEREAS, throughout Alaska’s history as a territory and a state, Alaska’s citizens

Lv-6
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-036
P-W-036
have been unwavering in their support of a strong national defense while warmly welcoming
the men and women of our armed forces stationed in Alaska; and November 2, 1999
WHEREAS construction, operation, and maintenance of a high technology missile
defense system would require advanced labor skills; and
WHEREAS these high technology workers would increase Alaska’s human asset base
A private prison being developed by Deita Corrections Group is the anchor 1

and provide a highly skilled labor force for use by private enterprise;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Twenty-First Alaska State Legislature calls upon the
President, as Commander In Chief of the Armed Forces of the United States, to provide for
the common defense of our nation by selecting an Alaska site for the deployment of the
intercept vehicles for the national ballistic missile defense system; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Twenty-First Alaska State Legislature requests that,
in the development and operation of a national ballistic missile defense system in Alaska, the
Department of Defense provide adequate protection from any danger posed by the system to
local residents; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Twenty-First Alaska State Legislature strongly
encourages the Department of Defense to contract with Alaska businesses in the development,
construction, and operation of a national ballistic missile defense system in Alaska.

COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable Bill Clinton, President of the
United States; the Honorable William Cohen, Secretary of the U.S. Department of Defense;
the Honorable Floyd D. Spence, Chair, Committee on Armed Services, U.S. House of
Representatives; the Honorable John Warner, Chair, Committee on Armed Services, U.S.
Senate; and to the Honorable Ted Stevens and the Honorable Frank Murkowski, U.S. Senators,
and the Honorable Don Young, U.S. Representative, members of the Alaska delegation in

Congress.

LR 1 2.

tenant for Reuse of realigned Fort Greely. Our company has been told by
parties involved in the missile project that there is no conflict between our two
activities. We certainly concur. As a practical matter the prison will be
operational several years before (or if} a missile base is developed at Fort
Greely. We believe we will be very compatible neighbors.

| am available for any questions anyone of your staff may have about our
cperatjon gr, relation: lo the proposed missile installation.

& s
Fred E Wood, Project Manager
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PW.037 P-W-037 N
Comment Sheet TowN OF SANDWICH BOARD OF
for the THE OLDEST TOWN ON CAPE COD SELECTMEN
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment 130 MAIN STREET
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) ST S S S T Town
TELEPHONE 508-888-4310 ADMINISTRATOR
FAX 508-888-8655
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft November 5, 1999
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified '
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999, F. Whitten Peters
Secretary of the Air Force
Pentagon Buildin
pare:_ (09 NOV g9 Room 4£871
Washington, DC 20330
Re: Request for Environmental Impact Statement for Cape Cod PAVE PAWS
Dear Secretary Peters:
) i/ The Town of Sandwich Board of Selectmen voted unanimously at its November 1

Commentor:

Name:/RiFmr('{ Tﬁ d@‘e
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson J

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

City, State:

Zip Code:

4, 1999 meeting to request that the United States Air Force file a full, site specific
Environmental Impact Statement for the Cape Cod PAVE PAWS facility on the
Massachusetts Military Reservation. This request is for the complete existing facility,
not just the technical upgrades being proposed by the Ballistic Missile Defense
Organization.

The Selectmen and many local residents are concerned about several issues at
the facility, particularly how normal operations affect public health and safety. In the
interest of providing citizens with the most accurate information about PAVE PAWS, the
Board believes an Environmental Impact Statement will help clarify exactly how the
facility operates and address the public’s concerns. The Board recognizes the
importance of Cape Cod PAVE PAWS for national defense purposes, but wants to
ensure that the health and safety of local residents are also protected.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely yours,

~ ,
e S
George HYDunham
Town Administrator

cc:  Ballistic Missile Defense Organization
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
Federai and State Legislative Delegation
Massachusetts Department of Public Health
Board of Health

61-6
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-038
P-W-038
DELTA JUNCTION
ALASKA
The Delta/Greely School District boasts a first class Cyber School and recently
welcome to the Friendl Frontier was awarded a 3 miltion dollar grant to address the needs of our students.
y Local colleges permit residents to seek an associate’s degree and further their
. education at the University of Alaska.
Although located in a wilderness paradise, Delta Junction offers medical,
dental and other health care services to the community. Reliable electrical and
. . e . . power services are provided by Golden Valley Electric Association. In the
Wlth a |Ong hlStOl'y Of a mlhtary relatlonShlp at 1 past, military personnel have purchased homes in the area and we currently

Fort Greely, the community of Delta Junction
hopes to continue that spirit of cooperation with
the National Missile Defense Organization.

Delta’s roots with the military began with the lend-lease program during World
War Il where aircraft was shuttled from the United States to Russia in support
of Russian aviators. Today, the tradition of teamwork to optimize Fort Greely
has created new opportunities for the Delta region including seeking joint use
of Allen Army Airfield.

Located at the junction of the Alaska and Richardson Highways, Delta
Junction remains a primary transportation corridor for the State of Alaska. To
enhance the transportation system, the Alaska Railroad wilt build a spur to
Fort Greely if needed. Offering a wide variety of recreational opportunities
from hiking to world class hunting and fishing, Delta Junction is truly an
outdoor paradise. With the scenic backdrop of Mt. Hayes, Mt. Deborah, Mt.
Moffit, Mt. Shand and Mt. Hess, Delta Junction is further blessed with the Delta
River, Tanana River, the Clearwater River and Quartz Lake.

Pride, character and respect are qualities promoted in our youth activities.
Established programs in State Champion High School Hockey, State
Champion Youth Hockey, Softball, Little League, Soccer, Bowling, Swimming,
Basketball, Volleyball, State Champion Rifle Team, Youth Court and other
activities give our kids the chance to excel. In fact, very supportive of the
youth, the community helped to send the Girls Softball Team to the National
Finals in Alabama last year.

have a substantial number of retired military individuals in the community.

Delta Junction enjoys a rural atmosphere, with agricultural entities supplying
fresh milk, barley, carrots, potatoes and other goods. Each summer, the
Deltana Fair hosts numerous events and competitions from the mud drag
races, 4-H, quilting and blue ribbon pies.

The City of Delta Junction welcomes the National Missile Defense Organization
to our home, we hope it will become your home too.

CITY OF DELTA JUNCTION

/ YOR ROY GILBERTSON
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-039
P-W-039
Denali Transportation, Inc.
LIST OF COMMENTS RECEIVED BY SMDC AS ATTACHMENTS TO

COMMENT # P-W-038
Agenda; Allen Army Airfield Master Plan, 3 November 1999.
Cityscapes Promotions, undated. Defta Junction Alaska; Adventure Map and Business November 2, 1999
Directory.

. SMDC-EN-V, Ms Julia Hudson
Crystal Lake Productions, 1999. Visitors Guide Deita Junction. US Army Space & Missile Defense Command
Delta Chamber of Commerce, undated. Delta Junction Alaska; A Few words about the EQ Box. L
Alaska Range, End of the Alaska Highway, Buffalo Center, Delta Junction, Alaska Farming, Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
and the Trans-Alaska Pipeline.
Re: National Missile Defense Deployment Public Hearings, Fairbanks, Alaska

Delta Chamber of Commerce, undated. Delta Junction the Friendly Frontier at the End of the
Alaska Highway. I writing to submit testimony in favor of this very necessary defense project and 1

Double Diamond Services, Delta Junction, Alaska for Sumitomo/Teck, 1998. Delta Junction
Business Directory, 21 June.

University of Alaska Small Business Development Center, First National Bank of Anchorage,
Alaska Journal of Commerce, 1999. Alaska Small Business Resource Guide.

encourage your staff to recommend locating this system in interior Alaska.

As a Board member of the Alaska Movers Association representing the moving and
stornge industry in interior Alaska I can assure you that we have adequate facilities,
quip t and power to handle all moving and storage services that could be

required for a project of this magnitude.

Between the Fairbanks agencies we share over 200,000 square feet of warehouse
storage space, 150 units of power equipment and over 200 professionally trained
packers, movers and warehouse personnel. Almost every major national moving
and storage van line carrier is represented in Fairbanks. In the event your project is
located in our area all of your personnel that require relocation to interior Alaska
will be delighted with the modern, professional services that are available.

We in the moving and storage industry enjoy an Hent relationship with our
military guests in the state. Most military families who relocate here are surprised at
the level of professionalism. In fact a large number have commented that the
moving services they received in Fairbanks from the various local agents is the best
they have ever experienced during their long careers in the US Air Force and/or the
US Army.

Thank you and your staff very much for all the time and effort devoted to coming to
Fairbanks and disseminating information and taking public comment regarding the
proposed missile deployment. I was very impressed with the exhibits presented and
very glad 1 attended and had many of my questions answered.

Sincerely,

Dennis Schiotfeldt
Vice President
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-040 P-W-041
P-W.040 P-W-041
Comr;\en; Sheet Comment Sheet
National Missile D fort (NMD) Deployment for the
ationa issiie verense . ..
Draft Environmental /,:n act Statem;r)enty (EIS) National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
P Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to . . .

* give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft Thank you for attending this public hearing. Qur purpose for hosting this meeting is to

£iS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft

in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in _EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified

the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 16, 1999, in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in

the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Date: - 3_ 97 A/
. ‘. Date: 07/‘ 3 ( qq?
\h@m C\UE%W#Q@%.\DW&WM 1 | ) o«} thf
7 N . U p % <, (Aw 1
4 4’13 hHMM AL L8N
o a .c um Lad w/wi
,LW,%M;@&M E ) mm@wd % n wo@;} E
WW QM%M”MW L Qo ur_) &MO R 2

WAMMM M WW

bl Ul Ml h %k B ugsﬁuam—
Ladui denct USSEMWMW%M/AW
t/ccmW USSR Aot ok |, A o Risia M/Wu—
,%/f;w;g/? Yo Quey puonh Tht dofely of b Opreccion P

W«mwmm

Commentor:

Name: S& C’ffu ICJ{V\g
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:___

PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

City, State:

Zip Code:

zm
"_A L H ¢ Lo of

Qn’\/uﬂﬁlb\ M/‘jD@o&h an

ama,() Araf

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Commentor:
Name: ‘ )Qﬂgl“ i )I{Z(A@C{LQ

Street Address:

City, State:

Zip Code:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-042 P-W-043
Sns LV P-W-043
Sue Walker
P-W-042 -
Lo .
Gean M. Hocdapm November 4, 1999
Nond, a0 po Hacken U.S. Amy S d Missile Defense C d
.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Comman
e rj( %) ks \J Ao ALY WM ATTENTION: SMDC-EN-V (Ms. Julia Hudson)
& W’L A y PO Box 1500
riede” —’L’%W ‘&%éi Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
Atadka. oo "o A M Juﬁ_ _Q'?OZ)
/QVV\%W CMM CQW c{ e Dear U.S. Army and Missile Defense Command:
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 2 1
5;/{%) m The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) examines the environmental impacts of the 1
I .-~ 97 mra% i) 710 é P P
Aéé “u‘e—‘m/t L/I(W potential deployment of a land-based National Missile Defense (NMD) system. The EIS
%W 5X &L[LW oG W 3 is incomplete, because it does not consider specific locations where the In-Flight
Interceptor Communications System (IFICS) Data Terminals could be deployed. There
“7 V/j "JM’ MAaM A o1« WM 2 could be 14 of these locations, yet the public is not given even one location. The public
,4,7/172“‘ [JJ&/ 2n 1/1&’/&1— (/’IIﬂ m}( K can not fully participate in the EIS process, because the generic information is not
adequate 1o the public process. A Supplemental DEIS should be issued with this
S_gepdons e (et Aodlite O information
Cua’a./ 4 ‘
/velj/q //lefké(ﬂ * A /4'?0{’144_ W The EIS is aiso inadequate, because operational (wartime) launches from the Ground 2
. U )7// Ci/r,(/f, Ut O i bt Dtaial. 7 Based Interceptor (GBI) site are not evaluated in the EIS. ~The purpose of the NMD
program is defense of the United States against a threat of a limited strategic ballistic
A( f’/M,/j— a ”Aé{ HA Ly Iﬂp/y— ad missile attack from a rogue nation.” [es-1] Therefore, actual operational use of the GBI
g
e i
AL da o) should be analyzed in a Supplemental DEIS. The National Environmental Protection Act
Y requires the impacts of a project to be evaluated.
A M the ppucia QY be
/] F f five locati i Jand
W our out of five locations for the GBI would have unacceptable impacts to wetlands. 3
# 4 L2 vnatsy jeldple ) L 773 This includes filling, draining, trenching and run off to the wetlands. The Federal
i ,d,(/m'/{ﬁ/ ) AA 0{[//&/ Z]/r/( 74 government should be protecting our nation's natural resources and not destroying them.
AL /)( V%1 /// { V{' ('L)?'CL/ //?0 2ol m The X-Band Radar’s electromagnetic radiation levels would be below prescribed health 4
pa / /ﬁjj]'ﬂ /Z/j . ﬁd M / /Z)LG tutald / /) based standards. However, many credible scientists have called the present standards into
i (,()\Qﬁ,( 7 = question for being too high. The Federal government should do a thorough study on the
i 2 O,I/‘d LOIUbLI/ MZ& Km;d electromagnetic radiation standard for human heaith before any deployment.
d 7
The Fiber Optic Cable could interfere with community harvesters attempting to feed their 5

Floage add i win ¥ ZZZ

Leemd ", ﬁm%&m

D Lyt

,éZr//(:/ﬂ/ts&z D
ad "

families. The EIS acknowledges on ES-25 that, ...harvesters may be required to
increase their effort by spending longer time to harvest and traveling to other areas.” It
further admits that this *...may increase the risk to harvesters,” and cost them more to
feed their families. The federal government should be helping its citizens especially
those who rely on subsistence methods. Nothing should be done that causes local people
more effort and cost in putting food on the table for their families.
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-044
P-W-044
Part of the NMD system is the Upgraded Early Warning Radar (UEWR). This 6 Comment Sheet
component is not evaluated in the present DEIS. It should go through its own EIS fcr the
. The NMD’s DEIS is inadequate without this thorough analysis of the (UEWR). . L.
process equ & National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
The United States would be a lot safer if it did not change the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile 7 Draft Environmental /mpact Statement (EIS)
Treaty. The proposed alternative should not be deployed.
) Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
Sincerely, give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
P EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that vou feel should be clarified
/{—’/44444\ V ‘«LQ//Q"I in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Susan V. Walker
Date: /o /‘/ ?97
D s Vwé-m
1

By iy o Aihiakp ek T Msale B

M@WMM,AM@ ~

Please place form in the drop Commentor:

box or mail to: 7
Name:(q)./Lé-/’rf M,Z ;//*)4/ ~t

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:,
PQ Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 City, State:

Zip Code:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-045 P-W-046
ROSS COEN P-W-045 P-w-046
Comment Sheet
for the
Novermber 4. 1999 National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
g Draft Environmental Impact Staterment (EIS)
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson
}JJCS) QZT;;SS(;che and Missile Defense Command T_hank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
H’\m‘[sville " 15807.3501 give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
> .EISA Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you fesl should be clarified
Dear SMDC-EN-V, in the: Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
Please accept these comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the National Missile
Defense (NMD) Deployment. / /
Date: 21/ 99
Unfortunately, [ have been unable to procure a copy of the DEIS, but I assume that one of the alternatives . 4 .
considered is the “No Action” alternative. T urge you to select it. D(‘é, I'e /}/j e )Q Soad .
The military has a long and sordid history of pollution in Alaska and I want no more of it. I've no doubt that you 1 T o, 41 4oc o OA ﬂ)gAC /ﬂ o /ﬂ f/fﬁ
have in mind certain “remediation™ procedures or “mitigation” plans for reducing pollution and minimizing the =
environmental impact of this system. But the best remediation and mitigation procedures are quite simply 0 not . . e
build the system at all. Vi/ B /‘C Z:)//KCN@C < S/(M KC 2 /%(_’
B .- .
Those are my comments on the DEIS. Now we will move into the “conscientious objection” portion of my letter. S VYV /( Lo )J/G (’/CA ‘
— ’, . / r”
The rationale for deployment of this system has been explained to me as follows: the United States needs to 2 27 /s L'/»(/ﬂ,//f C/dlw’/ly 7‘4% /L/'F 1
protect itself against so-called “rogue nations.” A few weeks ago, the U.S. Senate refused to ratify the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. And now the U.S. is embarking on a missile defense system that will no doubt 7/( 5((/{'/(/’1 P el /n o /f/ WO Y4 7/] ,Dé}éﬂf%
lead to arms escalation worldwide and is contrary to the 1972 ABM treaty with the former Soviet Union — the .
comnerstone of nuclear disarmament. I would suggest that the United States is the rogue nation here. A Z L0 M L0 7L /0/ 7 / < f / /qf é G A /L/ (2= /’/
Finally, in the public hearing held in Fairbanks, Alaska on Monday, November 1, 1999, there was a TV monitor 3 ///4['(66 7‘/4{ / 7{ /:_g’ WO{ /{/&O B( 2 f’f/ ) U_g

with approximately two minutes of footage being replayed over and over. The footage was of a test of this NMD
system held in October 1999. It was my understanding that the purpose of the hearing was to solicit public input
on the DEIS — something that had nothing to do with footage of the test or its results. The hearing was to evaluate
the potential environmental impacts if the system is deployed. Instead, the public was offered a slick commercial
that showed that the system actually works (at least in one test). If the test had been a dismal failure would the
video have been shown? 1 believe it was unconscionable to employ this heavy-handed tactic in order to build
support for the system, especially when the purpose of the hearing was to examine an entirely different topic (the
DEIS).

Sincerely,

%}\

Ross Coen

/)75’7[6/{’ Kie Lo Fhe ff/c.{‘ﬁ</ flal=) /O&/
oFr Fhese sHites e all ;';/'C%l)fi Q/ff?ééev\./

/w{o Ao T 4/4{& /5 The RoecF loce Krox
Foor e sys7en ,

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Commentor:

Name: ﬂlrc ﬁgg/ﬂ lé’&f( A

Street Address:

City, State:

Zip Code:
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-047 P-W-048
P-W-047 P-W-048
COmment Sheet Comment Sheet for NMD Deployment EiS:
for the November 5, 1999
National Missile Defense (NMD} DerO/o yment Overall, it appears that NMD deployment would have minimal environmental impacts and thus a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) rather benign effect on the Delta region. This makes it a rather “clean” industry for the area; one
compatible with its environment and one | support.
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to However, my concerns stem from the possible deployment of both NMD and other base reuse 1
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft options. If a prison is developed on the base in addition to NMD (and we have repeatedly been
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified ol "!e twg Ereinot mutuglly exclusive), | believe ‘th(_e mﬂyx_ 0“!"5 number of people W'"
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in negatively |mpacuhe_env1ronment and tax the existing limited mfrastrucl_ure of the City. For
! Y y v se example, housing is limited in the area and the community would need time and funds to develop
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999. additional infrastructure to adequately support both projects. Additional services such as fire,
police protection, landfill and septic sludge systems would need to be developed as well.
Date: MDU% AU 5 /9};}? The City has been working hard to develop a base reuse but i believe only one of the “large, 2
anchor tenant” type projects is necessary or wanted to be consistent with the vision of Delta in 10
5 —20 years. Additional business development can occur as a result of the “anchor tenant's
45 /)r€>1C/€’/A+ o CE0 of Mimihota FPouser av;meﬂC«( 1 B 2

e (oBolealo Poewer sau,ﬁ,ﬂbér r_eqsters mMoth
Dubote. , = fave heed) autlerized 4o tocik 70 oor
Stopg Svpperls Lor placewent o o HAD
i N O

Covperatrne has Loe:[ifses ~ Govomtiod ol
:}z‘_aﬁéﬂxéiam) -~ ) plocr Alear QX QC{Z{!&&Q&

. M ron bCLWm
el Coalier Livatl Elechnn CQucporatere.  stand
P‘eoer); 0.l able do Crronl Feed Cod- loctrr. oy
JZQ c(fM»f Q.a‘,/;he; L ocodedd n AdnKR ’Dl,,éoﬁo\_,_

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:_

PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Commentor:

Name: ’D?'\\.): Cl L@GK

City, State:

Zip Code:

presence” as indicated in the EIS and preliminary plans for prison development. But, we cannot
sacrifice quality of life issues for economic development. Thus, if in a perfect world with clear
choices and no timing conflicts, | believe NMD deployment is environmentally and economically
the preferred “anchor tenant” for Fort Greely. Itis cleaner and better meets the value and vision |
see for Delta/Greely in the long-term. It is far less controversial, provides better paying
employment opportunities, makes excellent use of one of our greatest assets (extensive raw,
uninhabited fand) and does not saddle the City with extensive asbestos and lead-based paint
cleanup necessary to convert the cantonment area to a prison area.

In my opinion, to minimize environmental impacts, only one large project should be developed at
Ft. Greely and my preference is the deployment of NMD. The socner the City can know that this
is to occur, the sooner they can begin planning and upgrading necessary infrastructure to meet
the demands of the project and cease work on the less attractive alternative reuse option of a
private prison which may have negative environmental effects that have yet to be quantified.

Thank you for this opportunity.

Commentator: Donna J. Gardino
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Please place form in the drop Commentor: = — —

box or mail to:

Name: DAN BECK. Suff\ntéwDfnT

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson 0547/4/ GREL LY SCHIOLS
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 City, State:
Zip Code:

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this important project.
Sincerely,

I f s

Robert L. Bright
Director

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-049 P-W-050
GALDEZ P-W-050
P-W-049 3 *l(v
fa (/]
Comment Sheet ol g
S <
for the k), £5
. . «
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment Wrome™
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Community and Economic Development
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft .
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified November 5, 1999
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson
Date: ///5/44 U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
P.O. Box 1500
Tusr 7 COUPL A OF TAcyyS ge5eu0 748 L4 il omds | . 1 Huntsville, Al. 35807-3801
& THERE 18 B S0l iin ™ Cpie frl el LPEHTESD S0l OF F7 Goftbeey Re: National Missile Defense EIS Comments
THIE 2100 fOGvl 7D LB G GAT ATANATIvE T8 O, L Ko Dear Ms. Hudson:
THRr IR AT AN D L T fras fLon ST Gy ALE Al (/f The City of Valdez is very supportive of the location of Delta Junction, Alaska (Fort 1
Greely) for the National Missile Defense System. We feel this location is by far the best
GOy Setost)  FH Tevint, THE Skt fein Ta Cote Qoveed prafen for the program. y
SEAE THE Rpigsnaborite IRy STmEmtur v ALEA0G s In addition, the Fort Greely site offers already in place infrastructure and therefore low
site development costs. Easy and cost effective shipping of components to Fort Greely is
227 readily available from Valdez, the northemn most ice free port to interior Alaska, and then
# . up the Richardson Highway, a distance of only 250 miles.
A SECOND ZOER (DLl BF T2 UT1L IRE f£7 frebcy SOacoc 2
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-051
P-W-051
T
77N
International
NN 77
N P
emitted by the X-band radar should be calculated and compared to the peak-power
November 5. 1999 MPEs given in the ANSI/IEEE standard.
U.S Army Space and Missile Def C d 5. The first full paragraph on page 4-348 of the Draft EIS (§4.3.4.7) states that additive 5
A& i y S{/IDC—E\I‘—VIS(S&/Ie Jelén;{e domman exposure to RFR emitted by the propesed X-band radar and other emitters may
P OenBlon.l 500 ! SRl e KRR exceed the appropriate MPE, but this is not a concern because the MPE incorporates a
I { .t QE(I AL 35807-3801 safety factor. This is not a correct interpretation of the ANSI/IEEE standards. The
LIS ’ B proper method for analyzing exposure to EMR from multiple sources is given in
Dear Ms. Hudson: Annex D of the ANSI/IEEE C95.1 1999 standard and should be used to analyze
car Ms. Hudson: additive exposure to EMR.
. . ; o .
mz:ﬁ:gzg}\l;rggez jgnte}:; Dszajzeg;;):;;j()%) an d[:)nf{;:rc’the followin(Egznfr?:eﬁ?-mml 1 request that the Draft EIS be recirculated for public review and comment after it is
P03 > O¢P ’ & : revised to eliminate the inaccuracies and omissions noted above. Thank you for
1. The Draft EIS cites the American National Standards Institute / Institute of Electrical 1 brovidinslzicopyloiithiciDrAtEISandiconsicerinaitiEs S Srne R
and Electronic Engineers (ANSI/IEEE) C95.1 1992 standard for human exposure to Sincerel §
electromagnetic radiation (EMR). That standard has been updated by the C95.1 1999 = /y / /
standard recently issued by ANSI/IEEE. The updated standard should be used for the {/ / A;ﬁ;/ £,
EIS analyss. //James Manitakos }¥.
2. The calculation in §4.3.4.7 of the Draft EIS of maximum permissible exposure (MPE) 2 grR(i[gIrrT;mMa?ix:aanal
to EMR in uncozntrolled environments is incorrect. The Draft EIS states that the MPE :
is 6.33 mW/cm®. The proper calculation is given below: Co: NMD file
Frequency (mHz)/ 1,500 = MPE (mW/em?)
or
8,000/ 1,500 = 5.33 mW/ em’.
This change will affect the safe distance reported in the EIS.
3. The Draft EIS analysis of EMR is limited to exposure of the public in areas outside 3
the secure zone around the radars. An analysis of occupational exposure of workers
within the controlled area should be included. The correct MPE for controlled
environments (see Table 1 of the ANSI/IEEE C95.1 1999 standard) should be used in
that analysis.
4. The Draft EIS analysis fails to examine the health and safety implications of exposure 4

to peak-power levels. The ANSI/IEEE C95.1 1999 standard (and the earlier C95.1
1992 standard) includes MPEs for peak-power exposure in §4.1, Table 1, footnote (g)
and §4.1, Table 2, footnote (g). The rationale for peak-power MPEs is explained in
§6.9 of the ANSI/IEEE C95.1 1999 standard. The expected peak level of EMR

SRl International

Exhibit 9.1.1-1: Reproductions of Written Comment Documents (Continued)




6G-6

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-052
P-W-052
DELTANA COMMUNITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION
Community of Delta Junction

Entity Name: Deitana Community Corporation
October 23, 1999 Resolution #99-08
U. S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command Whereas Deltana Community Co‘rgoration prn_)vwdes commu_nity sgwices to
Attention: SMDC-EN-V (Ms. Julia Hudsen) the resxdgnts of_t!'\e Delga area (unorganized); including but not limited to:
P.O. Box 1500 community facilities, trails, bridges and roads; and
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801

Whereas Deltana Community Corporation receives and administers State,

Federal and Private grant funds for the benefit of all Delta Area residents; and

Dear Ms. Hudson: . i

Whereas Deltana Community Corporation provides a voice for local
As President of Deitana Community Corporation (DCC) in Deita, Alaska, | am writing to advise you of residents in the community; and
our board's unanimous support for placing the Ballistic Missile Defense Program at Fort Greely,
Alaska. | have attached a resolution of such support. Whereas the business of Deltana Community Corporation shall be

managed by the Board of Directors, which shall exercise all powers of the

DCC is a non-profit community corporation that represents more than 70% of the Delta Junction area. corporation; and
The Beard of DCC is elected by thase living outside the City of Delta Junction and includes the
residents of Fort Greely. In the absence of any local government {(no borough, county or other local THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Deltana Community Corporation
government), DCC provides community services to the Delta area by facilitating state and federal unanimously supports placing the Ballistic Missile Defense Program at Fort
programs and providing a voice for the majority of those living in the area. Greely, Alaska.
We believe this program is an excellent use of one of our greatest assets. The vast undeveloped land 1

mass and rural focation lends itself to minimizing environmental impacts. Health and safety risks are
minimal as well. A recent large wildland fire in the area will minimize future risk from fire for the BMD
project. An upgrade and resurfacing of Allen Army Airfield would be consistent with future uses as
defined by the draft Allen Army Airfield Joint Use Master Ptan. Visual sensitivity to the project is very
fow. There would be no fand use confiicts. The socioeconomic base of the area will greatly improve
especially in light of the realignment of Fort Greely.

We hope that the BMD project will be deployed at Fort Greely, Alaska. Thank you for your

consideration. If you have any questions, please contact me at 907/885-4150 or email me at
dec@knix.net.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
7 ) K2 esident

Paul Knopp, President
Deltana Community Corperation

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Board of Directors this 14" day of

October, 1999 %
By: @%Q ' (signed)

+— -
?au. | £ f\/n npp / ,PI\€51 Jt v Name and Title
Attest: alone _ (Signed)

Tonna J Gaedind ~AdminiSsra T Name and Title
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P-W-053 P-W-054
P-W-054
P-W-053 Comment Sheet
for the
CAVALIER RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC. National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
October 26, 1999 Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
ElS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command
P 0 Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 Date: M MG\/ qq
Re: National Missile Defense Deployment
Greetings
Cavalier Rural Electric Cooperartive, Inc. (CREC) has provided reliable 1

electric service to the thirty Minuteman III missile lauach sites and one
launch control center since their original installation in 1964 thru the
present time when the sites are beginning to be "imploded™.

CREC thru Minnkota Power Cooperative, Inc. our wholesale electric supplier
has provided electric service to the ABM-MSR site at Nekoma, ND from the time
it was under construction in 1970 until it was scheduled for dis-mantling in
1976 and we continue to provide three phase service to the MSR Site following
removal of thesubstation at the 115 KV line that terminates at the MSR Site.
We have also provided three phase service to the RSL-1 at Hampden and RSL-2
at Dresden during construction and during operations up to the time the sites
were disconnected.

The 115 KV line remains intact to the MSR site at Nekoma.
The RSL Site: one is less than one mile from the existing 115 KV line that
goes from Devils Lake to Langdon.

This 115 KV line from Langdon to Devils Lake has weathered many storms and
since it is basically located in a northeast to southwest direction it has
withstood adverse weather very reliably. This lime should provide a very reliab
source of bulk power to the MSR site and RSL 1.

CREC is ready and availahle to provide reliable electric service to the M5B,
RSL 1 and RSL 2 as is necessary for construction and operation of these sites
with minimal additional investment.

Yours truly

Rural Electric Coop., Tnc

. 0tth, Manager

“One of the Minnkota Power Systems -- We Put Value on the Line”

L
o el
A AIES

oo

Please ptace form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commentor:

Nameré@fﬂ@( /ROblﬂ ‘EL\/’OW
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson /

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:

PO Box 1500
City, State: A\'\C/h&fﬁge . AIL

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
Zip Code:
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? H = Provide protection against missile attack to all the people of the United States on an
. equal basis.
e A Backgrouner - o
q: da 5 * Include Alaska and Hawaii, and not just the 48 contiguous states, in all future
quﬁ tage ‘oundatio assessments of the threat posed to the United States from missile attack.
P
o. 136 | TneHeritage Foundation *  Take the necessary steps—including deployment of a missile defense system—to
ensure that Alaska is protected against the threats posed by foreign aggressors.
* Recognize that the security of Alaska takes precedence over any international treaty
or obligation.
S ber 8, 1997 -
S * Hold public hearings in Alaska to help the people of that state appreciate the extent
of their vulnerability.
ALASKA’S MISSILE DEFENSE APPEAL: THE CLINTON ADMINISTRATION’S
A MODEL FOR OTHER STATES NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE PLAN
The NMD development and deployment plan now being implemented by the Clinton
Baker Spring Administration includes a three-year development program that would allow a deploy-
Senior Policy Analyst ment decision by the year 2000 or sometime thereafter. A missile defense system could be
deployed three years after this decision is made. Because of these three-year intervals, the
ommon sense would dictate that any national missile defense (NMD) system Clinton proposal is frequently referred to as the “three-plus-three” plan. Significantly,
‘ developed for the United States should be designed to protect all U.S. territory however, the plan contains ro explicit commitment to deploy an NMD system. Moreover,
against missile attack. The Clinton Administration, however, has proposed an any system that is deployed almost certainly will leave vast portions of U.S. territory
NMD development and deployment plan that most likely will leave a large portion of the unprotected against missile strikes because of the Administration’s determination to
United States vulnerable to missile strikes. observe the requirements of the ABM Treaty, which imposes severe restrictions on what
q £y, po
The Administration’s proposed NMD system is not likely to provide full coverage to 1 sort of NMD system the United States may develop and deploy.
U.S. territory because it is being designed in a way that conforms to the restrictions of the . i . .
1972 ATﬁ-ganstic Missile (. A§M, Tg::aty, Last May, therefore, legislators in Alaska— .The NMD system envisioned by the Clu{ton Admmlst:auo_n is ground-based—the .only 3
alarmed at the prospect of being left vulnerable—adopted a resolution asking the federal kind allowed by the ABM Treaty. It would mcilude up to'100 interceptors and would likely
government to gmvids Alaska with protection against such attacks on an equal basis with be located at Grand Forks, North Dakota, which the United States designated under the
all other states. treaty and a 1974 protocol as its single ABM deployment site. The question that remains
2 for Alaska, Hawaii, and a potential host of other states is whether such a system will be

Legislators from Florida, Arkansas, or Utah might be tempted to assume that only
Alaska and Hawaii, being geographically isolated from the contiguous 48 states, w_ould be
outside the protective umbretla of the Clinton NMD system. Such an assumption, in most
cases, would be wrong. Because of the requirements of the ABM Treaty, many other
states also are likely to be left vulnerable. As a result, other state iegistatures should be .
prepared to follow Alaska’s lead and adopt a similar resolution to h_elp make sure Qm their
states will be protected on an equal basis with all other states. While such resplunops qo
not have legal force over the federal government, they do carry much weight in reminding
distant Washington policymakers of their responsibilities to the states. The Alaska resolu-
tion, which could serve as a model, demands that the federal government:

1 Senate Joint Resolution 30, “Defense of Alaska from Nuclear Attack.” The Alaska Senate adopted the resolution on
May 6, while the Alaska House adopted it on May 11.

Note: Nothing written here is to be construed as necessarnily raflecting the views of The Heritage Foundation or as an attempt

able to protect their territory. The answer provided by the Clinton Administration plan is
that they will not be protected because the ABM Treaty specifically bars the deployment
of an NMD system capable of providing coverage to all of the territory of the United
States.

Alaska’s understandable concern. The Alaska legislature’s concern about Alaska’s
ongoing vulnerability to missile attack was prompted by a November 1995 intelligence
community report on the missile threat that excluded threats to Alaska and Hawaii from
consideration. The intelligence community prepared this report, known as a national intel-
ligence estimate (NIE), at the behest of the Clinton Administration. The NIE determined
that the U.S. would not face a missile threat from any Third World state for at least 15
years. Excluding Alaska and Hawaii from the estimate served to bypass an earlier assess-
ment by then-Deputy Secretary of Defense John Deutch that territories in these two states

~

For a summary version of the NIE, called the “President’s Summary,” sce “Do We Need a Missile Defense System?”
The Washington Times, May 14, 1996, p. A15. The intelligence community inctudes the Central Intelligence Agency,
the Defense Intelligence Agency, the National Security Agency, the intelligence arms of the military services, and other
smaller agencies.
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could be subject to attack by a North Korean missile, the Taepo Dong 2, by the end of this
decade.

The Clinton Administration’s attempts to downplay the missile threat and to uphold the
ABM Treaty convinced Alaska’s legislators that it had set out on a path that would leave
Alaskan territory vulnerable to the Taepo Dong 2. The first problem has to do with timing.
Under the Administration’s deployment plan, even if it provided coverage to Alaska, the
United States would not be able to deploy an NMD system until after the estimated North
Korean threat to Alaska materialized. But the question of timing is actually the less impor-
tant of the problems posed by the Administration’s NMD plan: The lack of coverage of
the fully deployed system should be of even greater concern. Limits on the coverage of the
deployed NMD system, as required by the ABM Treaty, will result in permanent vulnera-
bility.

THE ABM TREATY OBSTACLE

With the Clinton Administration embarked on its three-plus-three plan, political leaders
in Alaska and other states still need to be concerned that it is prepared to leave their terri-
tories permanently vulnerable to missile strikes. This concern arises even as the Adminis-
tration prepares to provide protection to other portions of U.S. territory. The reason for
this unwise approach can be found in the Administration’s infatuation with the ABM
Treaty. Article I of the ABM Treaty commits the U.S. “not to deploy ABM systems for a
defense of the territory of its country and not to provide a base for such a defense, and not
to deploy ABM systems for defense of an individual region except as provided for in Arti-
cle 11T of this Treaty.”

Article III of the ABM Treaty, as amended by a 1974 protocol, allows the deployment
of a single site of up to 100 ground-based interceptors at the national capital area or a field
of intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs). Under the treaty, the United States desig-
nated its site as the ICBM field in North Dakota. The United States constructed such a
system in the 1970s, but mothbatled it shortly after it became operational.

The Clinton Administration’s three-plus-three plan is designed to deploy a more tech-
nologically advanced system at the North Dakota site, but under the requirements of Arti-
cle L, this system’s defensive coverage cannot extend beyond the region where the ICBMs
are deployed. As a resuit, the Administration’s requirement that the deployment be “treaty
compliant” means that virtually all U.S. territory outside the northem portions of the Mid-
west will remain vuinerable to missile attack under the three-plus-three plan.

The Clinton Administration, moreover, continues to mislead the American people about
its plans. The Administration has directed the program manager of the NMD system,
Brigadier General Joseph Cosumano, to design a ground-based system that, despite the
restrictions of the ABM Treaty, can meet the demanding technological task of providing
protection to all 50 states. General Cosumano has acknowledged, however, that the Clin-
ton Administration has made no commitment to him that it will relax the strictures of Arti-
cle I 'and allow the deployment of a system capable of protecting all U.S. territory.* Thus,
the Administration is instructing the military to design an NMD system that its own policy
toward the ABM Treaty will bar it from deploying. The only alternatives will be (1) to

3 Committee on Armed Services, U.S. Senate, Military Implications of the Chemical Weapons C. ion (Washi
D.C: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1994), p. 81.

deploy a system that leaves the territories of the vast majority of states vulnerable to mis-
sile strikes or (2) to deploy no NMD system at all.

Better options for NMD foreclosed. The Administration’s adherence to the ABM
Treaty also requires the rejection of development and deployment options that are less
risky technically and could provide full coverage to the territories of all 50 states against
small-scale missile strikes. One such option is to upgrade the Navy’s Theater-Wide
(“Upper Tier”) system for countering shorter-range missiles that pose a threat to U.S.
allies and forces in the field to give it the capability to provide a defense of U.S. territory
against long-range missiles. Since the interceptors would be deployed on AEGIS cruisers
that patrol the world’s oceans, this systera would protect against missiles launched from
North Korea, North Africa, and the Middle East. The system could even be used to defend
against small-scale launches aimed at the Midwest if interceptors were deployed on a
barge in the Great Lakes or on launching pads in North Dakota.’

The Clinton Administration is ail but certain to oppose the Upper Tier option, which
would cost only about $3 billion (compared to some $10 billion for the Administration’s
NMD plan), on the grounds that the system is incompatible with Article I, Article V, and
Article VI of the ABM Treaty. Article [ prohibits the deployment of a missile defense sys-
tem that is capable of defending either the entire territory of the U.S. or any region of the
country outside the ICBM field in the Midwest. Article V prohibits the development, test-
ing, and deployment of a sea-based ABM system. Article VI prohibits giving systems for
defending against shorter-range missiles, like the Navy Upper Tier system, the ability to
counter the long-range missiles that threaten U.S. territory.

CONCLUSION

Recognizing that the ABM Treaty poses an insurmountable obstacle to providing ade-
quate missile protection for Alaska, the state’s legislators passed a resolution reminding
the federal government of its obligation to protect all 50 states. The resolution states
explicitly that Alaska’s safety and security take priority over any international treaty or
obligation. Further, it expresses the view that the President should take whatever action is
required to ensure that Alaska is defended against limited missile attack. By implication,
this provision asks the federal government to modify or jettison the ABM Treaty.

Given the present situation, other state legislatures would be well-advised to use
Alaska’s resolution as a model for similar resolutions demanding that the federal govern-
ment provide their states with protection against missile attack. As long as the ABM
Treaty obstacle remains, there is little prospect that the federal government will field an
effective NMD system that provides protection to all U.S. territory.

Brigadier General Joseph Cosumano, “Ballistic Missile Defense: Its Role in Counter-Proliferation, Arms Control and
Deterrence,” remarks before Fifth Annual Congressional National Secumy Policy Brea.kﬁsx Seminar, sponsored by
Nationat Defense University Foundation and American Defense Prep Washi D.C., May 16,

1997.

For 2 detailed description of the “Upper Tier” option, see Missile Defense Study Team, Defending America: A Near-
and Long-Term Plan to Deploy Missile Defenses (Washington, D.C.: The Heritage Foundation, 1995).
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APPENDIX
SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 30
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWENTIETH LEGISLATURE—FIRST SESSION

BY THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE BY REQUEST

Introduced: 5/2/97
Referred: Judiciary

A RESOLUTION
Relating to the defense of Alaska from offensive nuclear attack.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS Alaska is the 49th state to enter the federal union of the United States of
America and is entitled to all of the rights, privileges, and obligations that the union
affords and requires; and

WHEREAS Alaska possesses natural resources, including energy, mineral, and human
resources, vital to the prosperity and national security of the United States; and

WHEREAS the people of Alaska are conscious of the state’s remote northern location
and proximity to Northeast Asia and the Eurasian land mass, and of how that unique loca-
tion places the state in a more vulnerable position than other states with regard to missiles
that could be launched in Asia and Europe; and

WHEREAS the people of Alaska recognize the changing nature of the international
political structure and the evolution and proliferation of missile delivery systems and
weapons of mass destruction as foreign states seek the military means to deter the power
of the United States in international affairs; and

WHEREAS there is a growing threat to Alaska by potential aggressors in these nations
and in rogue nations that are seeking nuclear weapons capability and that have sponsored
international terrorism; and

WHEREAS 2 National Intelligence Estimate to assess missile threats to the United
States left Alaska and Hawaii out of the assessment and estimate; and

WHEREAS one of the primary reasons for joining the Union of the United States of
America was to gain security for the people of Alaska and for the common regulation of
foreign affairs on the basis of an equitable membership in the United States federation;
and

WHEREAS the United States plans to field a national missile defense, perhaps as early
as 2003; this national missile defense plan will provide only a fragile defense for Alaska,
the state most likely to be threatened by new missile powers that are emerging in North-
east Asia;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska Legislature respectfully requires the President of
the United States to take all actions necessary, within the considerable limits of the
resources of the United States, to protect on an equal basis all peoples and resources of

this great Union from threat of missile attack regardless of the physical location of the
member state; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature respectfully requests that
Alaska be included in every National Intelligence Estimate conducted by the United
States joint intelligence agencies; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature respectfully requests the
President of the United States to include Alaska and Hawaii, not just the contiguous 48
states, in every National Intelligence Estimate of missile threat to the United States; and
be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature urges the United States
government to take necessary measures to ensure that Alaska is protected against foresee-
able threats, nuclear and otherwise, posed by foreign aggressors, including deployment of
a ballistic missile defense system to protect Alaska; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature conveys to the President of
the United States expectations that Alaska’s safety and security take priority over any
international treaty or obligation and that the President take whatever action is necessary
to ensure that Alaska can be defended against limited missile attacks with the same degree
of assurance as that provided to all other states; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature respectfully requests that
the appropriate Congressional committees hold hearings in Alaska that include defense
experts and administration officials to help Alaskans understand their risks, their level of
security, and Alaska’s vulnerability.

COPIES of this resotution shall be sent to the Honorable Bill Clinton, President of the
United States; the Honorable Al Gore, Jr., Vice President of the United States and Presi-
dent of the U.S. Senate; the Honorable Newt Gingrich, Speaker of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives; the Honorable Ted Stevens, Chair of the U.S. Senate Committee on
Appropriations; the Honorable Bob Livingston, Chair of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives Committee on Appropriations; the Honorable Strom Thurmond, Chair of the U.S.
Senate Committee on Armed Services; the Honorable Floyd Spence, Chair of the U.S.
House of Representatives Committee on National Security; and to the Honorable Frank
Murkowski, U.S. Senator, and the Honorable Don Young, U.S. Representative, members
of the Alaska delegation in Congress.

HERITAGE STUDIES ON LINE

Heritage Foundation studies are availgble electronically at several online locations. On the Internes, -
The Heritage Foundation’s kome page on the World Wide Web is heri 8 Bookmark this site and visit it daily
Jor the latest information:
6
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P-W-055

Comment Sheet
. for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified

in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.

pate: (4 _NOV 44

Please place form in the drop
box or mail to:

Commentor:

Name: SQJQ(HOF LO(W) L@rmn
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:

PO Box 1500
City, State: Anﬁh@(ﬁ@@ 4 AK»

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801
Zip Code:

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-055

+ Good evening, I'm Senator Loren Leman. | am honored
to represent the District G in west Anchorage which
includes Elmendorf Airﬁrce Base. | appreciate this
opportunity to say a few words about Alaska’s potential
role in the Ballistic Missile Defense Program. As an,
elected official, engineer, and Alaska resident this issue
concerns me deeply on professional, public policy and
personal levels.

¢ Of the many factors addressed in the draft environmental
impact statement, I'll briefly mention two: wetlands and the
potential, however unlikely, of a chemical propellant leak.

e Last month | toured the Clear Air Station and Fort Greely
sites under consideration. As an environmental engineer,
| paid close attention to the wetlands and groundwater
issues.

+ My observations lead me to believe that Fort Greely is
exceptionally well suited for a Ground Based Interceptor

Ballistic Missile Defense
11/04/99 - 2:49 PM

Senator Loren Leman page #1
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Senator Loren Leman

COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
installation. The water table}\%nore than 175 feet deep, no meeting that included the discussion of the issue and was
wetlands would be disturbed, and this summer’s wildfire impressed by the active involvement of the community.
has conveniently killed nearly every tree within miles. You Nearly one hundred area residents voiced their
might say that nature is leading the way. enthusiasm for an installation at Fort Greely.
Additionally, there are no roads or buildings within the 2 This is understandable. With the recent post closure, the 3
range of a potential chemical vapor leak. community is in need of the jobs and economic
In contrast, a spill at the Grand Forks North Dakota development this program would bring. Fort Greely and
location could potentially endanger users of, and | quote, the Ballistic Missile Defense Program are a good match.
“three commercial buildings, two churches, one residence |
and portions of US Highway 2” Volume 1, Executive Summary Noise concerns and archeological remains are important 4

page es 15.
From a number of perspectives, | believe that Alaska, and
probably Fort Greely, stands out as being the best choice

for the environment and for the nation.

An important component of any public program is local

support. While in Delta Junction | participated in a public

page #2 Ballistic Missile Detense
11/04/99 - 2:49 PM

Senator Loren Leman page #3

and worthy of our careful consideration. However, there is
a larger question in the background; one that will
profoundly affect the way Americans view the success of
a Ballistic Missile Defense System.

That is, which Americans should be protected? All, or

some?

Ballistic Missile Defense
11/04/99 - 2:49 PM
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Should the Department of Defense choose a site in the 5 ¢ An Alaska installation is the only alternative that would

lower 48, both Alaska and Hawaii may be left vulnerable
to a nuclear attack by a rogue nation.

Itis important to note that Alaska and Hawaii were
precisely the areas attacked by Japanese forces in World
War ll. Both states support military installations that are
critical to our first line of defense in the Pacific theater.
Bothkstates are geographically isolated and dangerously
proximate to potential launch sites.

Clearly, when the United States is threatened in the
Pacific, it is Alaska and Hawaii that offer a potential
aggressor the most tempting targets.

Leaving these states undefended from a missile attack
runs counter to our traditional military strategy in the
Pacific and, in my view, would call into question the

mission of the entire system.

page #4 Ballistic Missile Defense
1L/04/99 - 2:49 PM

truly protect our first line of defense and safeguard all
Americans from nuclear terrorism.

« Thank you for listening to Alaskans.

Senator Loren Leman page #5

Ballistic Missile Defense
11/04/99 - 2:49 PM
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Please place form in the drop Commentor:

box or mail to: m\%
Name: V\

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 City, State:

Zip Code:

Please place form in the drop Commentor:
box or mail to:

Name:

SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:
PO Box 1500

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 City, State:

Zip Code:
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NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-056
P-W-056
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
for the for the
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
. . . . . . L Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deptoyment Draft EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1998.
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999. C}i}}xm\(ﬂg %’Mﬁmw fosihon %{%[OM& Rechu
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"h el ;, v N2 i e hz L Cooul tep Comment Sheet
Nof < Lo ’Uesf%amﬂtai? ?ﬂ;@gz /2 oo forthe
Ty . ’ National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment
she Mt%’a(@ S can \/é:;\;m Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
@K; s nsa
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to
Q/Q‘U)/\}ﬂ@ LS & &@&] on o «Hju give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
e EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
b(\b//mmo N}%ﬂ;‘r OV\’ in the Final EIS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in
> L*S @‘%ﬁ sk the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999.
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-058 P-W-059
s - P-W-059
NORTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH P-Ww-058
Environmental Health Section )
Location: Mailing Address: SMDC-EN-V, Ms Julia Hudson
1200 Missouri Avenue Fax # P.O. Box 5520 U.S. Army Space and Missile Defence Command
Bismarck, ND 58504-5264 701-328-5200 Bismarck, ND 58506-5520 Box 1500
Huntsville, AL 35807-3081
November 4, 1999 Dear Ms. Hudson, o )
I am writing on behalf of the Missile Defense System being 1
placed in Interior Alaska.
o It is my understanding that if the system was located in North
X“S A'myss'\ig%eg;dv’\”'&s"e Dﬁfe:% Command Dakota, it would not protect either Alaska or Hawaii even though
Poen;zr;'1500 el Vs Bulialtiucson) both of these states have a large military presence. I feel that this
Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 would be a serious mistake due to the strategic lo;ation these states
occupy. I feel that when all the factors are taken into account,
Ladies and Gentlemen: interior Alaska will become the besi possible location for the system.
Referenced is your letter dated September 22, 1999 requesting comments on the Draft 1 Sincerely
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the National Missile Defense deployment. g; ’G)/
The Department's Divisions of Environmental Engineering, Water Quality and Waste ﬂ(
Management have reviewed the DEIS. We have two comments: Scott Vaughn
i On page 3-20, the sulfur oxides standards indicated in the table are
applicable to coal conversion facilities. The sulfur oxides standards
applicable to other facilities are:
Annual 60ug/m® (0.023 ppm)
24-hour 260ug/m® (0.099 ppm)
1-hour 715u9/m® (0.273 ppm)
2. Also on page 3-20, there are no North Dakota ambient air quality 2

standards for reduced sulfur and ammonia.
If you have any questions, feel free to contact us at 701-328-5150.

Sinqerely,

l P
Francig J. Schwindt, Chief
Environmental Health Section

FJS:JLB:cc
Environmental Health Environmental Municipal Waste Water
Section Chief's Office Engineering Facilities Management Quality
701-328-5150 701-328-5188 701-328-5211 701-328-5166 701-328-5210

Printed on recycled paper.
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-060 P-W-061
P-W-060
Comment Sheet TowN OF SANDWICH ey
AT THE OLDEST TOWN ON CAPE COD =
. - . 130 MAIN STREET
National Missile Defense (NMD) Deployment o T, TOWN
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) T oeaeiato ADMINISTRATOR
. . . . . . P P-W-061
Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this meeting is to November 5, 1999
give you an opportunity to comment on issues analyzed in the NMD Deployment Draft
EIS. Please use this sheet to comment on any issues that you feel should be clarified
in the Final EiS for NMD deployment. To ensure that your comments are addressed in F. Whitten Peters
the Final EIS, your comments must be post-marked by November 15, 1999, Secretary of the Air Force
Pentagon Building
- Room 4E871
bate:_Jpy S 59T Washington, DC 20330
< ; 71;(9/ %Aqy“ '74,4 ” /[////] O =< /Oﬂ/d é(‘ éa,rf-fj /s 1 Re: Request for Environmental Impact Statement for Cape Cod PAVE PAWS
4/‘15 kﬁ\ Jer %ﬁ% %ﬂ’(’/ﬁ LS /)O/L(' wrrean /Z/] @< QKW)f?é‘ﬂf( Dear Secretary Peters:
1

Jgf He LS (D reSpenr » Ay @( Lo A w#r{(
Qﬁc) a /50 % e /é) é( ot A prge j boes Y to
J.Zir__ér;‘__/ C oy - -

Please place form in the drop Commentor:

box or mail to:

Name: DE] 7 req J/ (J/‘(a PAL
SMDC-EN-V, Ms. Julia Hudson v

U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command | Street Address:_

PO Box 1500

Huntsville, AL 35807-3801 City, State:

Zip Code:

The Town of Sandwich Board of Selectmen voted unanimously at its November
4, 1999 meeting to request that the United States Air Force file a full, site specific
Environmental impact Statement for the Cape Cod PAVE PAWS facility on the
Massachusetts Military Reservation. This request is for the complete existing facility,
not just the technical upgrades being proposed by the Ballistic Missile Defense
Organization.

The Selectmen and many local residents are concerned about several issues at
the facility, particularly how normal operations affect public health and safety. In the
interest of providing citizens with the most accurate information about PAVE PAWS, the
Board believes an Environmental Impact Statement will help clarify exactly how the
facility operates and address the public's concerns. The Board recognizes the
importance of Cape Cod PAVE PAWS for national defense purposes, but wants to
ensure that the health and safety of local residents are also protected.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely yours,

/C’\?](e(/“&z '/’é' Q“"‘c“ﬂ“\/‘-'\

George H’Dunham
Town Administrator

cc:  Ballistic Missile Defense Organization
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command v
Federal and State Legislative Delegation
Massachusetts Department of Pubiic Health
Board of Health
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COMMENT COMMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
P-W-062
7 Nov. 1999
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense Command P-W-062
QET%NFISI(\)IO SMDC-EN-V (Ms. Julia Hudson) The draft EIS states on page 4-165 that the ESQD’s for GBI’s at either site on Clear AS 4
Hunts (.)171( AL 35807-3801 would fall within the base boundary. This statement seems to be inconsistent with
unisvidle, B Fig. 2.4.1-1, which shows the base boundary within about 100 meters of the east corner of
Dear Ms. Hudson: site B. This 100-meter distance is much less than ESQD of 479 meters given on page 4-162.
e Ehia (R SRt Fig. 2.4.1-1 also shows Alaska Railroad tracks going within about 100 meters of site B and a
Here are my comments on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for National Missile 1 5:;331‘;:&2?; n:nt:h:t‘xcffvi:]gs Stﬁ obfo‘:;g:;::sﬂ::i‘sﬁné?éggie:c?;séi lsgi.tesl; SHeal R AEIR
Defense Deployment, which I received on 20 Oct. 1999. The draft EIS does not address in g ’
detail the two items I raised in my letter to you dated 27 Nov. 1998. The first item concerns .
ABM Treaty restrictions. The draft EIS mentions on page 2-53 that the ABM Treaty requires AF};r h;oclrlz;ftfﬁswsﬁt;s(gg E:sg: g:)lllzi;:l; t ;2353‘2? éi;0_rzi?{_i?ﬁ?&?f}?;taéﬁgg? tl:::rks
T e e e pordrs ot G st s 0 s oandar. 1 adiion e st e o
: A L . eapons Storage Area potential site 1s within about meters of U.S. highway 2 and,
E:}:)emali?x::?ifl:ii.c 2%‘;:?;; dﬁgiv“f;afﬁg‘gﬁ?s ﬁ;eng?gghzrﬂyg yd;flt?é:e"{.;te tll:.i?;e L within about 300 meters of the west border of this site, is Eielson St. and several unidentified
shoul; d also clearly state bot{l in the Executive Summary aﬁ din spection 16— that the sites structures. Section 4.3.1.6.2.1 should contain figures showing silo locations with ESQD
being considered in Alaska do not comply with the ABM Treaty. cireles for both sites.
The other item [ raised during the scoping process concerns sites being considered for 2 excg:?i ‘[’Egeb:;;ﬁu[:ga?ir:sﬂoiIi:i\ﬁ?:szlegﬁzslgzta:heTiiSstchngolronE lcgiggi::ieg;would 5
expansion following the initial deployment. The 17 Nov. 1998 Notice of Intent stated that the Fig. 2.4.1-5 although the explanation key for this ﬁgtlj Y T ey e
il;r(;?g;idl)‘: cl::::; W}?Z w:‘flc:_m:;lﬁgslz?‘fsilzfﬁg:g grfa%toEr,rllés?;lde?ca?;so?;atlotgznlg;;ggai(gﬁ(:; boundary is denoted. Sectiqn 43.1 .6:2.2 should contain a figure showing silo locations with
is up to 100 GBI silos at one site in either Alaska or North Dakota or up to 100 silos at one ESQD circles for the potential GBI site.
Alaska site plus up to 100 silos at one North Dakota site. The Ballistic Missile Defense Final
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) noted on page 1-6 that other sites Please send me a copy of the final EIS at the address below.
might be added to the initial site and in particular that interceptor sites could be located in
Alaska and Hawaii. As I noted in my comments on this PEIS (see pages 8-15 and 8-16), an
article in the 8 March 1992 Honolulu Star-Bulletin & Advertiser indicated that seven sites
were being considered. (The locations given in this article were Grand Forks in North ol
Dakota, Alaska, Hawaii, California, Arizona-New Mexico border, Florida, and New York.) %"
Section 2.5 of the EIS should give a complete list of sites which have been identified, explain Michael Jones
in detail why only sites i